CORRESPONDENCE
IN LIEU OF
DIRECTORS’ MEETING
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 2005

l. MAYOR

*1.  NEWS RELEASE - RE: Open House Planned For Improvements In South
27" And Yankee Hill Area-(See Release)

*2.  Washington Report - February 11, 2005.
**3.  NEWS ADVISORY- RE: Members of the media are invited to cover all the
Abraham Lincoln Celebration events from Noon to 6:00 p.m. on Sunday,

February 20" at North Star High School - (See Advisory)

**4, NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Seng’s Public Schedule Week of February
19-25, 2005-Schedule subject to change-(See Advisory)

**5.  Washington Report - February 18, 2005.

1. DIRECTORS
FINANCE DEPARTMENT/CITY TREASURER

*1.  Monthly City Cash Report - City of Lincoln-Pledged Collateral Statement -
January 31, 2005.

**2. EMS Cash Receipts/Expenditure Data - FY 2004-05.

Material from Don Herz, Finance Director & Melinda J. Jones, City Treasurer
- RE: Resolution & Finance Department, Treasurer of Lincoln, Nebraska -
Investments Purchased February 7 thru February 18, 2005.

PARKS & RECREATION

**]1. Material - RE: Tree Easements -(See Material)



PERSONNEL

**1.  Memo from Don Taute - RE: Bill #05-10 - response to the Action from the
February 14, 2005 meeting, Item #22 on the Agenda -(See Memo)

PLANNING

*1.  Letter from Brian Will to Kent Braasch, Essex Corporation - RE: The Preserve
on Antelope Creek 7" Addition-Final Plat #04094 generally located at South
80" Street and Pioneers Blvd. - (See Letter)

**2.  Message from Jean Walker RE: Wal-Mart Public Hearing Postponement
Notice (See Notice)

PLANNING COMMISSION FINAL ACTION .....

*1.  Special Permit No. 1816A (Continuation of soil excavation operation-N.W.
40™ & West Vine Streets) Resolution No. PC-00902.

PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES

*1.  Public Works & Utilities ADVISORY - RE: Pre-Construction Open House-
South 27™ Street and Yankee Hill Road Improvements-Project Numbers
701668, 701662, 701596B-(See Advisory)

**2.  Letter & Motion-To-Amend #1 from Michael Brienzo, Transportation
Planning, Public Works Dept. to Marvin Krout, Planning Director-RE:
Transportation Amendments for the US-77 Highway Improvements: Lincoln
West Beltway -(See Material)

**3. Memo & Map from Nicole Fleck-Tooze - RE: Item #4 - 05-19 on City Council
Agenda-Proposed 2005 Storm Sewer & Drainage System-GO Bond Issue-
General Project Locations -(See Material)

WEED CONTROL AUTHORITY

*1.  Combined Weed Program-City of Lincoln-January 2005 Monthly Report.



CITY CLERK

*1.  Letter from Deputy City Clerk Teresa J. Meier to D.O. & J.O., Inc., DBA
O’Rourke’s Tavern - RE: Please be advised that the Lincoln City Council, on
2/14/05, continued the public hearing & action on the application of
O’Rourke’s Tavern to Feb. 28" - City Council requires your attendance at the
meeting & requests a computerized mock-up of the design of the 6 ft. fence to
be used-(See Letter)
COUNCIL
A. COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE
JON CAMP
1. Request to Finance Department RE: Storm Sewer Bond Issue Project Expenses
(RFI #88 - 02-18-05). — 1.) SEE RESPONSE FROM PUBLIC WORKS
& UTILITIES DEPARTMENT RECEIVED ON RFI#88-02/23/05.
**2. E-mail correspondence to Jon Camp from Rob Simon RE: Eminent Domain
Process. (See e-mail)
**3. E-mail to Jon Camp from John Hornyak - RE: 24 Hour Lighting on the

Livingston Property -(See E-Mail)

JONATHAN COOK

1.

OUTSTANDING Request to Public Works & Utilities Department - RE:
Snow plowed onto sidewalks repeatedly (RFI1#122 - 01/11/05)

GLENN FRIENDT

1.

Request to Mare-WiHschleger, Urban-Development Birector /Lynn Johnson,

Parks & Recreation Director - RE: Next steps for the University Place property
vacation (RFI#41-02/02/05). — 1.) SEE RESPONSE FROM MARC
WULLSCHLEGER, URBAN DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR
RECEIVED ON RFI1#41-02/09/05.



ANNETTE McROY

1. Request to Don Taute, Personnel Director RE: Breakdown for Each
Department for specifically requested information on M-Class Employees for
Years 1995, 2000 and 2003 (RFI #164 - 02-18-05 - Joint Request
w/P.Newman)

PATTE NEWMAN

1. Request to Ann Harrell, Acting Public Works Director/ Larry-Worth; StarFran
- RE: Larry Worth’s memo summarizing the StarTran Town Hall Meeting on
Jan. 22" (RFI#29-02/08/05). — 1.) SEE RESPONSE FROM LARRY
WORTH, STARTRAN RECEIVED ON RFI1#29-02/10/05.

2. Request to Don Taute, Personnel Director RE: Breakdown for Each
Department for specifically requested information on M-Class Employees for
Years 1995, 2000 and 2003 (RFI #30 - 02-18-05 - Joint Request w/A.McRoy)

**3, E-mail to Patte Newman from Paul Marxhausen with response from Joan Ray -
- RE: Note on Wal-Mart, 84" & Adams-(See E-Mail)

**4, E-mail to Patte Newman from Todd Wicken, R.O.W. Division, Property
Management - RE: The proposed Wal-Mart at 84" & Adams-(See E-Mail)

**5. E-mail to Patte Newman from Brandon Koll & Shelley Longsine - RE: Woods
Park Master Plan-(See E-Mail)
V. MISCELLANEOUS
*1.  E-mail from Melissa Landis - RE: Support Change of Zone #05003 &
Miscellaneous #05001(Council received a copy of this E-Mail on 2/14/05)
(See E-Mail)

*2.  E-mail from Fernando Pages - RE: 405 S. 26" Street (Council received on
2/14/05) (See E-Mail)

*3,  E-mail from Fernando Pages - RE: 405 S. 26™ Street (Council received on
2/14/05)(See E-Mail)

*4.  E-mail from Congressman Emanual Cleaver, Il - RE: Regional Mayors’
Summit on Friday, February 18, 2005 - (Council received on 2/14/05)(See
E-Mail)



*5.

**6'

**7'

**8'

**9'

**10.

**11.

**12.

**13.

**14.

**15.

**16.

**17.

**18.

E-mail from Tim & Ellen Kraft - RE: Smoking Ordinance -(See E-Mail)

E-mail from Peggy Struwe, President of the Hawley Area Neighborhood
Association RE: COZ #05003 & Miscellaneous #05001 (Lighting Standards
for Businesses that abut residential zoning districts.

E-mail from Mary Roseberry-Brown - RE: Proposed Hotel Development-
Eminent domain for hotel -(See E-Mail)

E-mail from John Ewald, Senior, Palmyra High School- RE: ‘Thank you’ was
present at the Jan. 31* Council meeting- voting to waive the impact fee for the
veterinary office-(See E-Mail)

E-mail from Jay Edmiston - RE: Wal-Mart at 84" & Adams -(See E-Mail)

E-mail from Nancy Thyparambil, Faith Lutheran School - RE: Wal-Mart at
84™ & Adams-(See E-Mail)

E-mail from Larry Giebelhaus-RE: Smoking Ban-(See E-Mail)
E-mail from Joseph W. Johnson, Jr.-RE: Eminent Domain-(See E-Mail)

Letter from Brian & Dana Meves - RE: The proposed Wal-Mart at 84" &
Adams -(See Letter)

E-mail from David Oenbring - RE: Eminent Domain-(See E-Mail)

Letter from Polly McMullen, President, Downtown Lincoln Association; &
Michelle Waite, Chair, Downtown Lincoln Association to Mark Hunzeker,
Pierson Fitchett Law Firm - RE: On behalf of the DLA Executive Committee,
we thank you for joining us at our February 15" meeting to discuss proposed
changes to the downtown theater policy which your client, Dr. Greg Sutton,
intends to submit to the City-(See Letter)

E-mail from Jim Johnson - RE: Don’t water down the Living Wage ordinance!
- (See E-Mail)

E-mail from Michael & Shari Luft - RE: The proposed Wal-Mart Super Center
- (See E-Mail)

E-mail from Jo Forbes - RE: Woods Park Tennis Courts-(See E-Mail)



**19.

**20.

**21.

**22.

**23.

**24.

**25.

**26.

**27.

**28.

**29.

**30.

**31.

**32.

E-Mail from Mel Meister - RE: Against the City putting another hotel
downtown and destroying many small businesses that are located on that
block-(See E-Mail)

E-mail from Kenneth & Ada Bishop - RE: Eminent Domain-(See E-Mail)

Letter from Rick Meyer - RE: The Capital Humane Society contract-(See
Letter)

E-mail from Janelle Lamb - RE: Proposed Hotel Site and Eminent Domain-
(See E-Mail)

E-mail from David Lamb - RE: Eminent Domain - (See E-Mail)

E-mail from Jessica A. Swift, RD, LMNT - RE: Opposed to Hotel Project-(See
E-Mail)

E-mail from Joseph W. Johnson, Jr. - RE: Eminent Domain -(See E-Mail)
E-mail from Roger Yant - RE: Eminent Domain - (See E-Mail)

E-mail from Jack Graziano - RE: Eminent Domain BBR -(See E-Mail)
E-mail from Joe Durante - RE: Hotel Development -(See E-Mail)

E-mail from Karon Harris - RE: Wal-Mart Proposal at 84" & Adams-(See
E-Mail)

E-mail from Doyle Adams - RE: The proposed Wal-Mart at 84" & Adams-
(See E-Mail)

Letter from Michael McDannel - RE: Opposed-Woods Park Master Plan-(See
Letter)

Letter from Richard Kimbrough - RE: Eminent Domain -(See Material)

VI. ADJOURNMENT

da022805/tjg/jvr

*HELD OVER FROM FEBRUARY 21, 2005.
*ALL HELD OVER UNTIL MARCH 7, 2005.



C|'|'Y OF LINCOLN AD VISORY MAYOR COLEEN J. SENG lincoln.ne.gov

NEBRASKA

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
555 South 10th Street, Lincoln, NE 68508, 441-7511, fax 441-7120

DATE: February 18, 2005
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

Members of the media are invited to cover all the Abraham Lincoln Celebration
events from noon to 6 p.m. Sunday, February 20 at North Star High School,
5801 North 33rd. A schedule is attached, and more information 1s available on
the City Web site at lincoln.ne.gov.

The information desk will be just inside the main entrance to the school. I will be
available on my cell phone most of the day. The number is 525-1520. I can help
arrange interviews with the performers.

Television stations may tape the first five minutes of the events in the auditorium,
but are not allowed to use lights. -



NEWS
AD VI S ORY MAYOR COLEEN J. SENG lincoln.ne.gov

CITY OF LINCOLN
NEBRASKA

Date: February 18, 2005
Contact: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

Mayor Seng’s Public Schedule

Week of February 19 - 25, 2005
Schedule subject to change

Saturday, February 19
. Volunteer at Food Share - 7:30 a.m., Fourth Presbyterian Church, 5200 Francis Street
. Welcome home National Guard 267th Ordinance Company from Iraq, remarks - 9 a.m.,

East High School, 1000 South 70th

Sunday, February 20
. Abraham Lincoln Birthday Celebration - noon to 6 p.m., North Star High School, 5801
North 33rd Street

Monday, February 21 - President’s Day federal holiday, City offices closed

Tuesday, February 22 .
. KLIN Radio live call-in show - 9 a.m., 4343 “O” Street
. Farewell reception for Harold Clarke, Director of State Department of Correctional

Services, present Key to the City - 2:15 p.m. Correctional Services Central Office,
Building 1, lower level conference room, Folsom and West Prospector Place

Wednesday, February 23
. Rotary Centennial Celebration, remarks - 11:30 a.m., Cornhusker Hotel, 333 South 13th

Street

Thursday, February 24

. News Conference - 10 a.m., location and topic to be announced

. Community Leaders Luncheon - noon, BryanL.GH East, sixth floor of Physician Tower,
1600 South 48th Street

. Community Conversation- 7 p.m., Anderson Hall, UNL



CITY 0
LI NCOLN
Vol. 11 No. 4

February 18, 2005

- Washi ngton Report

City of Lincoln -- Washington Office

Congress Begins President’s Day Recess
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Congress

House |eaders announce major legislation to be
considered prior to the Easter recess. House
Magjority Leader Tom DelLay (R-TX) said this
week he believes the House will consider five
major pieces of legislation in the weeks leading
up to the congressional break scheduled to
begin on March 21. They are measures to:

< provide for continuity of the Congress
in the event that a major disaster killed
100 or more Members;

< reauthorize federa job training
programs through the Workforce
Investment Act (WIA);

< reauthorize federal surface
transportation programs through the
Transportation Equity Act for the 21st
Century (TEA-21);

< provide $81.9 hillion in supplemental
FY 2005 spending for overseas military
operations and tsunami relief, and

< provide spending limits to the
Appropriations Committees through
the FY 2006 budget resolution.

Congress began their week-long President’ s Day
recess today and will resume official business on
Tuesday, March 1.

Budget

Congress ponders Bush budget proposal, |0ooks
to complete FY 2006 budget resolution. One
week after President Bush sent his proposed
budget for FY 2006 to Capitol Hill, House and
Senate Republicans generally agreed that while
they would attempt to stay within the general
spending limits, changes should be expected as
the budget process progresses.

For the next several weeks, the House and
Senate Budget Committees will attempt to craft a
FY 2006 budget resolution, a broad-based
outline of spending for the year under which the
Appropriations Committees must operate when
they are determining specific program funding.
The resolution by law is supposed to be
completed by April 15 each year, but given the
deep partisan divides in Congress recently, that
deadline is infrequently met, and in some years
there is no budget resolution at all.

This week, the Chairmen of the House and
Senate Budget Committee agreed that they
would seek to achieve the “broad policy targets’
of the Bush proposal: capping discretionary
spending at $840 bhillion; reducing the $427
billion deficit to $207 billion by 2010, and
achieving “significant” savings from mandatory
programs. However, thistask may be much more
difficult than it seems, as supporters of popular
domestic discretionary programs slated for cuts
in the Bush budget (farm-state Senators in
particular) have already begun to indicate their
distaste for some of the recommendations.

A list of the 154 programs that the Bush
Administration has recommended for elimination
in its proposed FY 2006 budget can be found at:
www .capital edge.com/cuts.pdf.

DUE TO THE PRESIDENT’S
DAY RECESS, THE NEXT
WASHINGTON REPORT
WILL BE DELIVERED ON

FRIDAY, MARCH 4

Meanwhile, the President this week sent to
Congress his proposal for FY 2005 supplemental
spending to cover increasing costs of overseas
military operations. The mgjority of $81.9 hillion
request would be used to bolster the troops in
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Iraq and Afghanistan, but some Members
of Congress have objected to placing an
“emergency” spending tag on items such
as the construction of an embassy in
Baghdad and other items.

Housing and CD

Senators are circulating letter supporting
the CDBG program. A bi-partisan group of
Senators have drafted a letter that would
be sent to the leaders of the Senate Budget
Committee requesting that the Community
Development Block Grant (CDBG) program
be funded at its FY 2005 level of $4.732
billion and remain within the Department of
Housing and Urban Development.

The letter is in response to the Bush
Administration proposal to eliminate the
CDBG program and transfer al federd
responsibility for 18 community and
economic development programs to a new
$3.7 hillion program at the Department of
Commerce.

The authors of the letter are Senators Norm
Coleman (R-MN); Patrick Leahy (D-VT);
Christopher Bond (R-MO); Jack Reed (D-
RIl); Mike DeWine (R-OH), and Paul
Sarbanes (D-MD). Senators who have also
signed on to the letter include George
Allen (R-VA); Jeff Bingaman (D-NM); Jon
Corzine (D-NJ); Richard Durbin (D-IL);
Christopher Dodd (D-CT); James Jeffords
(I-VT); Edward Kennedy (D-MA); Herb
Kohl (D-WI); Frank Lautenberg (D-NJ);
Carl Levin (D-MlI); Charles Schumer (D-
NY), and Debbie Stabenow (D-M).

Local government organizations are
encouraging their members to urge their
Senators to sign onto this CDBG letter as
soon as possible. A copy of the letter can
be found at:

www.capital edge.com/cdbgl etter.pdf.

Meanwhile, the Department of Housing
and Urban Development this week release
astudy of the CDBG formula that had been
requested during President Bush's first
term. Those conducting the study were
tasked with improving the targeting of the
CDBG program while minimizing funding

shifts between communities. Some believe
that the release of this study at atime when
the white House budget office has been
critical of the program is not a coincidence.
The study was supposed to be placed on
the HUD web page today at

www.huduser.org.

Transportation

House T& | Committee demands budgetary
firewall guarantees. On Wednesday, the
House Transportation & Infrastructure
Committee contested the Bush
Administration’s proposal in its FY 2006
budget plan to eliminate the transportation
program budgetary firewalls, which
guarantee the general fund component of
transit programs. Formal commentary is
included in their “Views and Estimates’
report for budget related issues under the
Committee' s authority.

“The Committee’s position is that all
highway and transit authorizations must be
guaranteed, regardless of whether the
programs are funded through the Highway
Trust Fund or the genera fund,” the
bipartisan report reads. Committee ranking
member James L. Oberstar (D-Minn) said
“we're not going to give this up
again...we're going to move it anyway, and
if the people downtown don’t like it, they
can get out of the way.” The
Administration made a  sSimilar
recommendation last year, but lavmakersin
both chambers resisted the change.

The Views and Estimates report does not
comment on Amtrak and the
Administration’s  recommendation  to
eliminate al funding for the intercity
passenger rail corporation. The document
states that it will reintroduce a three-year,
$6 billion reauthorization plan for Amtrak.

The Committee also attacked a number of
aviation and transportation security-related
budget cuts supported by President Bush,
including a proposal to increase the
aviation security fee, recommendations to
shrink funding for the FAA Facilities &
Equipment (F&E) program, and a proposal
to cut the Airport Improvement Program

Washington Report

(AIP).  The Committee disputes the
proposed AIP cut, stating “Under the
current statutory formula, an AIP funding
level of $3.0 hillion would result in a 50
percent reduction to airport entitlement
funds.”

Donor state issue may be settled. A House
GOP leadership aide alleged this week that
the “donor-donee” state issue regarding
highway funding was resolved on
Wednesday, but T&l Committee sources
contest the statement. The aide said that
House T&I| Committee Chairman Don
Y oung (R-AK) agreed to raise the minimum
guarantee percentage of gas tax revenues
that states receive from the Highway Trust
Fund to 92 percent. Although the Senate
may hold out for the desired 95 percent,
lawmakers and administration officialswarn
that it is not possible to increase the rate of
return to 95 percent without sending Bush
the $318 billion bill the Senate passed last
year.

In arelated item, Senate Environment and
Public Works Committee Chairman James
Inhofe (R-OK) indicated this week that the
TEA-21 reauthorization bill he will
introduce in the next few weeks will be at
the $284 hillion level that has reportedly
been agreed upon by the House and the
Bush Administration. However, Inhofe
expected that there would be attempts to
raisethat level on the Senate floor, and that
those efforts might be successful given the
chambers overwhelming support of the
$318 hillion level last year.

Job Training

WIA reauthorization heads to House floor.
The House Education and the Workforce
Committee approved legislation (HR 27)
this week that would reauthorize the
Workforce Investment Act (WIA). HR 27
would combine most adult training
programs, including the Dislocated
Workers Program and the Adult Block
Grant, into a single block grant. However,
the bill would leave the Y outh Block Grant
as a separate program.

The bill would authorize $1.25 billion for
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the Y outh Block Grant and $3.14 billion for
the new Adult Block Grant in FY 2006 and
such sums as may be necessary for FY
2007 through FY 2011. The bill would also
reauthorize the Job Corps Program. The hill
incorporates the President's community
college and personal reemployment
account proposals with no specific
authorization level.

Much of the debate during the
Committee’s consideration of the hill
focused on language in the bill alowing
religious groups that receive WIA funding
to use religious preference is hiring. The
Committee rejected amendments to delete
that language on party line vote, but it
could be problematic when the Senate
considers WIA reauthorization.

House Mgjority Leader Tom Delay (R-TX)
said that the House will consider HR 27 in
March. The Senate Hedth, Labor,
Education and Pensions Committee has yet
to take any action on similar legislation.

Grant Opportunities

Department of Justice, February 15: The
Bureau of Justice Assistance is accepting
applications for the Drug Court
Discretionary Grant Programto provide seed
money to establish drug courts for
nonviolent substance-abuse offenders.
The Bureau strongly recommends that
communities planning a drug court should
participate in the Bureau's Drug Court
Planning Initiative before applying for
funding through this program (see
www.dcpi.ncjrs.org/dcpi.html). Grants for
implementation are not to exceed $450,000
and for enhancement are not to exceed
$200,000. Both require anon-federal match
of at least 25 percent. Applications are due
March 31, 2005. For more information, see
www.0jp.usdoj.gov/BJA/grant/05DrugCo
urtSol.pdf. (Grants.gov)

Department of Health and Human
Services, February 17: The Substance
Abuse and Mental Health Services
Administration (SAMSHA) is accepting
applications for the Family and Juvenile
Treatment Drug Courts Grant Program. The

program funds treatment provider and
court services such as acohol and drug
treatment, wrap-around services,
assessment, case management, and
program coordination. The program only
funds enhancements to existing treatment
drug courts and not start-up funds. There
is$6.3 million available for up to 16 awards,
and the maximum award is $400,000 per
year for no more than three years. There is
no required match. Applications are due
April 15, 2005. For more information, see
www.samhsa.gov/grants/2005/nof a/ti0500
5_drugcourts.aspx. (Grants.gov)

Department of Health and Human
Services, February 17: The Substance
Abuse and Menta Hedth Services
Administration (SAMSHA) is accepting
proposals for the Cooperative Agreements for
the ComprehensiveCommunity Health Services
for Children and Their FamiliesProgram The
program funds projects to deliver and
sustain effective systems of care for
children  with  serious  emotional
disturbances and their families. Applicants
are required to demonstrate sustainable
infrastructure  development,  required
mental health and support services, and
clinical interventions and care management
that are family-driven, youth-guided, and
culturally and linguistically sensitive.
There is $24 million available for 24
cooperative agreements, and awardees are
required to provide at least $1 for every $3
of federal money the first three years and
increasing over the following three years.
Applications are due May 17, 2005. For
more information, see

www.samhsa.gov/grants/2005/nofa/sm05

010rfa_cmhi.aspx. (Grants.gov)

City Livability AwardsProgram: TheU.S.
Conference of Mayors and Waste
Management are accepting applications for
the City Livability Awards Program.
National recognition will be awarded to
twenty mayors for programs which make a
city more livable. Awards will be given in
two categories. cities with populations
below 100,000 and cities above 100,000.
The application can be accessed from the
Conference of Mayors website at
www.usmayors.org and is due March 7,
2005. Cal Jocelyn Bogen or Kathy

Washington Report

Amoroso with questions at (202) 293-7330.



City of Lincoln Note: Activity is through January 31, 2005
EMS Call Volume Data

FY 2000-05
Emergency:
Total Amount Contractual Collectable Amount Collection Collection Write Remaining Percent
Month Bills Billed Reductions Amount Collected % of Gross % of Net Offs Accounts Rec Remaining
FY2000-01 Total 6,570 3,475,230 590,113 2,885,117 2,337,731 67.27% 81.03% 547,386 - 0.00%
FY2001-02 Total 9,858 5,179,834 967,560 4,212,274 3,410,835 65.85% 80.97% 801,439 - 0.00%
FY 2002-03
September 838 424,805 83,276 341,529 276,798 65.16% 81.05% 64,731 - 0.00%
October 844 425,929 79,976 345,953 278,059 65.28% 80.37% 67,894 - 0.00%
November 822 428,926 86,826 342,100 276,829 64.54% 80.92% 65,271 - 0.00%
December 830 428,831 85,385 343,446 289,455 67.50% 84.28% 53,991 - 0.00%
January 789 407,270 92,113 315,157 264,263 64.89% 83.85% 50,894 - 0.00%
February 797 414,155 88,432 325,723 272,570 65.81% 83.68% 53,153 - 0.00%
March 848 430,166 92,573 337,593 275,663 64.08% 81.66% 61,930 - 0.00%
April 851 431,818 85,796 346,022 273,675 63.38% 79.09% 72,347 - 0.00%
May 882 443,385 87,365 356,020 276,554 62.37% 77.68% 79,466 - 0.00%
June 781 385,596 77,497 308,099 240,860 62.46% 78.18% 3,135 64,104 16.62%
July 822 417,088 86,960 330,128 246,641 59.13% 74.71% 5,188 78,299 18.77%
August 910 468,964 98,301 370,663 297,360 63.41% 80.22% 3,409 69,894 14.90%
FY2002-03 Total 10,014 5,106,933 1,044,500 4,062,433 3,268,727 64.01% 80.46% 581,409 212,297 4.16%
FY 2003-04
September 792 399,190 83,218 315,972 256,196 64.18% 81.08% 4,581 55,195 13.83%
October 898 452,964 92,946 360,018 290,575 64.15% 80.71% 2,936 66,507 14.68%
November 860 436,197 91,296 344,901 270,371 61.98% 78.39% 4,512 70,018 16.05%
December 936 474,101 104,868 369,233 292,331 61.66% 79.17% 5,740 71,162 15.01%
January 873 455,830 107,946 347,884 268,984 59.01% 77.32% 6,018 72,882 15.99%
February 832 439,676 111,536 328,140 255,233 58.05% 77.78% 3,654 69,253 15.75%
March 716 386,466 94,027 292,439 231,477 59.90% 79.15% 3,317 57,645 14.92%
April 756 398,475 93,973 304,502 228,963 57.46% 75.19% 1,663 73,876 18.54%
May 847 442,558 95,203 347,355 248,383 56.12% 71.51% 918 98,054 22.16%
June 857 455,555 100,371 355,184 252,086 55.34% 70.97% 2,096 101,002 22.17%
July 899 477,561 94,943 382,618 258,686 54.17% 67.61% 2,326 121,606 25.46%
August 870 466,677 97,543 369,134 235,486 50.46% 63.79% 1,924 131,724 28.23%
FY2003-04 Total 10,136 5,285,250 1,167,870 4,117,380 3,088,771 58.44% 75.02% 39,685 988,924 18.71%
FY 2004-05
September 898 497,799 98,408 399,391 221,766 44.55% 55.53% 2,412 175,213 35.20%
October 843 457,583 94,584 362,999 197,307 43.12% 54.35% 1,248 164,444 35.94%
November 774 427,822 72,790 355,032 134,791 31.51% 37.97% 880 219,361 51.27%
December 803 444,370 81,808 362,562 86,974 19.57% 23.99% - 275,588 62.02%
January 205 116,601 4,515 112,086 469 0.40% 0.42% - 111,617 95.73%
February
March
April
May
June
July
August
FY2004-05 Total 3,523 1,944,175 352,105 1,592,070 641,307 32.99% 40.28% 4,540 946,223 48.67%
Non-Emergency:
Total Amount Contractual Collectable Amount Collection Collection Write Remaining Percent
Month Bills Billed Reductions Amount Collected % of Gross % of Net Offs Accounts Rec Remaining
FY2000-01 Total 1,633 750,531 279,174 471,357 383,802 51.14% 81.42% 87,555 - 0.00%
FY2001-02 Total 2,189 1,065,522 402,525 662,997 565,995 53.12% 85.37% 97,002 - 0.00%
FY 2002-03
September 140 56,319 16,747 39,572 36,110 64.12% 91.25% 3,462 - 0.00%
October 199 85,725 28,758 56,967 47,540 55.46% 83.45% 9,427 - 0.00%
November 171 77,898 22,824 55,074 46,290 59.42% 84.05% 8,784 - 0.00%
December 200 81,937 24,932 57,005 51,231 62.52% 89.87% 5,774 - 0.00%
January 209 86,852 28,485 58,367 50,140 57.73% 85.90% 8,227 - 0.00%
February 167 63,981 20,286 43,695 37,396 58.45% 85.58% 6,299 - 0.00%
March 198 79,128 26,134 52,994 46,164 58.34% 87.11% 6,830 - 0.00%
April 145 59,819 13,373 46,446 35,782 59.82% 77.04% 10,664 - 0.00%
May 129 54,812 14,360 40,452 31,999 58.38% 79.10% 8,453 - 0.00%
June 131 57,300 17,297 40,003 36,847 64.31% 92.11% - 3,156 5.51%
July 145 60,831 17,104 43,727 40,527 66.62% 92.68% 1,019 2,181 3.59%
August 126 50,964 16,207 34,757 29,967 58.80% 86.22% 632 4,158 8.16%
FY2002-03 Total 1,960 815,566 246,507 569,059 489,993 60.08% 86.11% 69,571 9,495 1.16%
FY 2003-04
September 139 58,362 19,253 39,109 35,635 61.06% 91.12% - 3,474 5.95%
October 126 51,694 15,506 36,188 30,695 59.38% 84.82% 1,217 4,276 8.27%
November 99 42,922 10,536 32,386 28,005 65.25% 86.47% 846 3,535 8.24%
December 118 49,024 12,426 36,598 31,438 64.13% 85.90% 1,950 3,210 6.55%
January 101 41,919 14,203 27,716 21,129 50.40% 76.23% 408 6,179 14.74%
February 7 3,774 1,069 2,705 2,704 71.65% 99.96% - - 0.00%
March 6 2,126 162 1,964 1,615 75.96% 82.23% - 349 16.42%
April 5 1,761 445 1,316 1,316 74.73% 100.00% - - 0.00%
May 5 1,315 108 1,207 1,207 91.79% 100.00% - - 0.00%
June - - - - - - -
July - - - - - - -
August -

FY2003-04 Total 606 252,897 73,708 179,189 153,744 60.79% 85.80% 4,421 21,023 8.31%




Total

Total Amount Contractual Collectable Amount Collection Collection Write Remaining Percent
Month Bills Billed Reductions Amount Collected % of Gross % of Net Offs Accounts Rec Remaining
FY2000-01 Total 8,203 4,225,761 869,287 3,356,474 2,721,533 64.40% 81.08% 634,941 - 0.00%
FY2001-02 Total 12,047 6,245,356 1,370,085 4,875,271 3,976,830 63.68% 81.57% 898,441 - 0.00%
FY 2002-03
September 978 481,124 100,023 381,101 312,908 65.04% 82.11% 68,193 - 0.00%
October 1,043 511,654 108,734 402,920 325,599 63.64% 80.81% 77,321 - 0.00%
November 993 506,824 109,650 397,174 323,119 63.75% 81.35% 74,055 - 0.00%
December 1,030 510,768 110,317 400,451 340,686 66.70% 85.08% 59,765 - 0.00%
January 998 494,122 120,598 373,524 314,403 63.63% 84.17% 59,121 - 0.00%
February 964 478,136 108,718 369,418 309,966 64.83% 83.91% 59,452 - 0.00%
March 1,046 509,294 118,707 390,587 321,827 63.19% 82.40% 68,760 - 0.00%
April 996 491,637 99,169 392,468 309,457 62.94% 78.85% 83,011 - 0.00%
May 1,011 498,197 101,725 396,472 308,553 61.93% 77.82% 87,919 - 0.00%
June 912 442,896 94,794 348,102 277,707 62.70% 79.78% 3,135 67,260 15.19%
July 967 477,919 104,064 373,855 287,168 60.09% 76.81% 6,207 80,480 16.84%
August 1,036 519,928 114,508 405,420 327,327 62.96% 80.74% 4,041 74,052 14.24%
FY2002-03 Total 11,974 5,922,499 1,291,007 4,631,492 3,758,720 63.47% 81.16% 650,980 221,792 3.74%
FY 2003-04
September 931 457,552 102,471 355,081 291,831 63.78% 82.19% 4,581 58,669 12.82%
October 1,024 504,658 108,452 396,206 321,270 63.66% 81.09% 4,153 70,783 14.03%
November 959 479,119 101,832 377,287 298,376 62.28% 79.08% 5,358 73,553 15.35%
December 1,054 523,125 117,294 405,831 323,769 61.89% 79.78% 7,690 74,372 14.22%
January 974 497,749 122,149 375,600 290,113 58.28% 77.24% 6,426 79,061 15.88%
February 839 443,450 112,605 330,845 257,937 58.17% 77.96% 3,654 69,254 15.62%
March 722 388,592 94,189 294,403 233,092 59.98% 79.17% 3,317 57,994 14.92%
April 761 400,236 94,418 305,818 230,279 57.54% 75.30% 1,663 73,876 18.46%
May 852 443,873 95,311 348,562 249,590 56.23% 71.61% 918 98,054 22.09%
June 857 455,555 100,371 355,184 252,086 55.34% 70.97% 2,096 101,002 22.17%
July 899 477,561 94,943 382,618 258,686 54.17% 67.61% 2,326 121,606 25.46%
August 870 466,677 97,543 369,134 235,486 50.46% 63.79% 1,924 131,724 28.23%
FY2003-04 Total 10,742 5,538,147 1,241,578 4,296,569 3,242,515 58.55% 75.47% 44,106 1,009,948 18.24%
FY 2004-05
September 898 497,799 98,408 399,391 221,766 44.55% 55.53% 2,412 175,213 35.20%
October 843 457,583 94,584 362,999 197,307 43.12% 54.35% 1,248 164,444 35.94%
November 774 427,822 72,790 355,032 134,791 31.51% 37.97% 880 219,361 51.27%
December 803 444,370 81,808 362,562 86,974 19.57% 23.99% - 275,588 62.02%
January 205 116,601 4,515 112,086 469 0.40% 0.42% - 111,617 95.73%
February - - - - - - -
March -
April -
May -
June -
July -
August -
FY2004-05 Total 3,523 1,944,175 352,105 1,592,070 641,307 32.99% 40.28% 4,540 946,223 48.67%

Note: The Amount collected for the first twenty months (1-1-2001 to 8-31-2002) does not reflect a reduction of the $100,000 refunded to Medicare as result of the compliance audit. If
that amount were included, the net collections will approximate 63.5% for the first twenty months.



City of Lincoln

EMS Cash Receipts/Expenditure Data 01/31/05
FY 2004-05
Emergency:

Total Month ~ Total Month Net Receipts Cumulative Cumulative Cumulative
Month Receipts Expenditures  (Expenditures) Receipts Expenditures  Net
FY 2003-04 Balance Forward 11,333,698 11,862,645 (528,947)
September 257,880 334,429 (76,549) 11,591,578 12,197,074 (605,496)
October 340,384 236,532 103,852 11,931,962 12,433,606 (501,644)
November 285,137 243,108 42,029 12,217,099 12,676,714 (459,615)
December 271,751 333,645 (61,894) 12,488,850 13,010,359 (521,509)
January 306,445 427,617 (121,172) 12,795,295 13,437,976 (642,681)
February -
March -
April -
May -
June -
July -
August -
Non-Emergency:

Total Total Net Receipts Cumulative Cumulative Cumulative
Month Receipts Expenditures  (Expenditures) Receipts Expenditures  Net
FY 2003-04 Balance Forward 1,490,522 1,991,639 (501,117)
September 2,366 408 1,958 1,492,888 1,992,047 (499,159)
October 1,059 184 875 1,493,947 1,992,231 (498,284)
November 1,555 114 1,441 1,495,502 1,992,345 (496,843)
December 1,883 137 1,746 1,497,385 1,992,482 (495,097)
January 328 154 174 1,497,713 1,992,636 (494,923)
February -
March -
April -
May -
June -
July -
August -
Total

Total Total Net Receipts Cumulative Cumulative Cumulative
Month Receipts Expenditures  (Expenditures) Receipts Expenditures  Net
FY 2003-04 Balance Forward 12,824,220 13,854,284 (1,030,064)
September 260,246 334,837 (74,591) 13,084,466 14,189,121 (1,104,655)
October 341,443 236,716 104,727 13,425,909 14,425,837 (999,928)
November 286,692 243,222 43,470 13,712,601 14,669,059 (956,458)
December 273,634 333,782 (60,148) 13,986,235 15,002,841 (1,016,606)
January 306,773 427,771 (120,998) 14,293,008 15,430,612 (1,137,604)
February - - - - - -
March - - - - - -
April - - - - - -
May - - - - - -
June - - - - - -
July - - - - - -
August - - - - - -

SOURCE: Finance Department General Ledger

NOTE: Amount Pending in JDE: $0

NOTE: Amount Received in Lock Box not posted: $0



- RESOLUTION NO. A-
BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL of the City of

Lincoln, Nebraska:
That the attached list of investments be confirmed and approved, and the City
Treasurer is hereby directed to hold said investments until maturity unless

otherwise directed by the City Council.

INTRODUCED BY:

Approved:

Don Herz, Finance Director

Approved this day of , 2005

Mayor




FINANCE DEPARTMENT

TREASURER OF LINCOLN, NEBRASKA

INVESTMENTS PURCHASED

FEBRUARY 7 thru FEBRUARY 18, 2005

February 7, 2003, we cashed a $197,000 First American Government Obligation Fund at US
Bank out of the Short Term Fund. We then invested $205,000 as follows:

$200,000

Repurchase Agreement at Wells Fargo Bank

$5,000

Nebraska Public Agency Investment Trust at Union Bank

February 8, 2005, we used new funds to invest $412,000 in the Short Term Pool as follows:

$50,000

Repurchase Agreement at Wells Fargo Bank

$40,000

Nebraska Public Agency Investment Trust at Union Bank

$322,000

First American Government Obligation Fund at US Bank

We cashed $117,000 out of the Short Term Pool February 9, 2005, and invested $240,000 as

follows:

$90,000

Nebraska Public Agency Investment Trust at Union Bank

$150,000

Repurchase Agreement at Wells Fargo Bank

An investment of $3,000,000 matured February 10, 2005, and we immediately cashed and
invested $3.653,000 in the Short Term Pool as follows:

$3,150,000

Repurchase Agreement at Wells Fargo Bank

$503,000

First American Government Obligation Fund at US Bank

February 11, 2005, we cashed a $85,00G First American Government Obligation Fund at US
Bank out of the Short Term Pool. We then invested $420,000 as follows:

$320,000

Repurchase Agreement at Wells Fargo Bank

$100,000

Nebraska Public Agency Investment Trust at Union Bank

February 14, 2005, we cashed a $945,000 Repurchase Agreement at Wells Fargo Bank out of the
Short Term Pool. We then invested in a $58,000 First American Government Obligation Fund at

US Bank.



Using new funds, we invested $3,043,000 in the Short Term Pool February 15, 2005, as follows:

$2,825,000 | Repurchase Agreement at Wells Fargo Bank

$218,000 | First American Government Obligation Fund at US Bank

February 16, 2005, we cashed a total of $5,646,000 out of the Short Term Pool. We then
refnvested $5,025,000 as follows:;

$5,000,000 { CD, purchased at par, rate of 2.58%, maturing April 14, 2005

$25,000 | Nebraska Public Agency Investment Trust at Union Bank

February 17, 2005, we cashed a $150,000 Repurchase Agreement at Wells Fargo Bank out of the
Short Term Pool. We then invested in a $86,000 First American Government Obligation Fund at

US Bank.

February 18, 2005, we cashed a $600,000 Repurchase Agreement at Wells Fargo Bank out of the
Short Term Pool. We then invested in a $653,000 First American Government Obligation Fund

at US Bank.

We respectfully request approval of our actions.

Don Herz, Finance Director Melinda J. Jones, City Treasurer



EASEMENTS

PECIES | VARIETY . | BOI _ .. REASO PLA}
MAPLE RED SUNSET  8'BOW  1STREET CONST/OVERHEAD WIRES PLANTED 5/20/02
PEAR  |CHANTICLEER  [8'BOW | 1STREET CONST/POWER LINES PLANTED 5/20/02
56 MAPLE |FLAME AMUR  '8'BOW | 1'STREET CONST/POWER LINES PLANTED 5/20/02
56 MAPLE |[RED SUNSET 22'BOC | 1STREET CONST/POWER LINES PLANTED 5/20/02
NE 5461 FRANCIS |MAPLE |RED SUNSET 8 BOW | 1STREET CONST/POWER LINES PLANTED 5/20/02
NE 3294, HITCHCOCK ASH PATMORE 6'BOW | 13 1/2' BETWEEN CURRB & WALK PLANTED 4/13/04
NE 4844 STPAUL  ASH PATMORE 5'BOW | 13 1/2' BETWEEN CURB & WALK PLANTED 4/27/01
SE 34131S 40 MAPLE  FLAME AMUR 5 BOW | 1)STREET CONST/POWER LINES PLANTED 5/7/02
SE 3440'S 40 ASH AUTUMN PURPLE |5' BOW | 1|STREET CONST/POWER LINES PLANTED 5/7/02
SE 3510lS |40 MAPLE  FLAME AMUR 8 BOW | 1STREET CONST PLANTED 5/7/02
SE 3860'S 40 MAPLE ~ FLAME AMUR 25'BOW | 1)STREET CONST/POWER LINES PLANTED 5/20/02
SE 3910S |40 ASH AUTUMN PURPLE [15' BOW | 1/STREET CONST/POWER LINES PLANTED 5/7/02
SE 3965S |40 MAPLE  FLAME AMUR 25'BOW | 1|STREET CONST/POWER LINES PLANTED 5/7/02
SE 42255 40 ASH AUTUMN PURPLE 112" BOW | 1'STREET CONST/POWER LINES PLANTED 5/7/02
SE 2938'S 48 ASH AUTUMN PURPLE 7' BOW | 1 POWER LINES MAY 03
SE 2709 ARLINGTON IMAPLE  [FLAME AMUR 5 BOW | 13 1/2 BETWEEN CURB & WALK PLANTED 11/16/04
SE 2709 ARLINGTON MAPLE  FLAME AMUR 5 BOW 13 1/2' BETWEEN CURB & WALK PLANTED 11/16/04
SE 2759 ARLINGTON MAPLE  AUT BLAZE 5 BOW . 1|3 1/2' BETWEEN CURB & WALK PLANTED 11/16/04_
SE 2764 ARLINGTON MAPLE AUT BLAZE 5 BOW 1|3 1/2' BETWEEN CURB & WALK PLANTED 11/16/04
SE 2836 ARLINGTON MAPLE  AUT BLAZE 11" BOW | 113 1/2' BETWEEN CURB & WALK PLANTED 11/16/04
SE 2844 ARLINGTON MAPLE  FLAME AMUR 11" BOW | 1.3 1/2' BETWEEN CURB & WALK PLANTED 11/16/04
SE 624S |COTNER  ASH AUTUMN PURPLE 3' BOW | 16 1/2' BETWEEN CURB & WALK PLANTED 5/24/01
SW 14178 121 ASH CIMMARON 5 BOW | 1[3 1/2 BETWEEN CURB & WALK PLANTED 4/20/04
Sw 2040 PARK PEAR  |CHANTICLEER  10'BOW | 1|3 1/2 BETWEEN CURB & WALK PLANTED 4/27/04
SW 2134 PARK PEAR  |CHANTICLEER |5'BOW ' 2l4' BETWEEN CURB & WALK PLANTED 4/27/04
SW 2248 RYONS MAPLE |[FLAME AMUR 10' BOW 13 1/2' BETWEEN CURB & WALK PLANTED 4/28/04
SW 2255 SEWELL  |ASH PATMORE 4'BOW 11" WIDE CONCRETE BETWN CURB/WALKPLANTED 4/30/04

Page 1
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MEMORANDUM

DATE: February 22, 2005
TO: City Council
COPY TO: Mayor’s Office
FROM: Don Taute, Personnel Director

SUBJECT: Bill # 05-10

Bill Number 05-10 had public hearing on February 7", 2005 and on February 14™, 2005 Council
placed the matter on pending to have action only on February 28", 2005, so that the Council
could receive further information in writing regarding how other classes of employees are treated
regarding vacation when compared to “M” employees.

As Council was informed during public hearing on Bill Number 05-10, the previous Code
section found at 2.76.395 provided that vacation leave would not be granted during the first six
months of employment with the exception of employees in pay ranges pre-fixed by “M”. All
other employees, either by Code or through bargaining agreements, are allowed to earn vacation
during the probationary period but cannot take vacation during that period. The removal of the
exception for the “M” class employees was to be included in the newly adopted and amended
section 2.78.020 of the Lincoln Municipal Code regarding the management compensation plan,
so that it was consistent with the prior language found at 2.76.395. However, that exception for
“M” employees was not included in section 2.78.020 through an oversight. The exception had
been provided previously in 2.76.395 for the reason that during recruitment for “M” class
positions we have found that it is very valuable as a part of the recruitment process to tell
prospective employees that their vacation, while being earned, can also be utilized during the
probationary period. This is due to the fact that many employees who apply for “M” class
positions are coming from previously held positions which had allowed them to accumulate a
significant amount of vacation and to require them to not utilize vacation for a period of six
months upon being hired by the City of Lincoln was determined to be a detriment. In short, the
proposal outlined in Bill Number 05-10 is merely clean up language and would allow for the use
of vacation during probation by “M” class employees as it had been allowed previously in
section 2.76.395 of the Lincoln Municipal Code.

BPE050223



/ 02/18/2005 03-16 PM debbie.swanson@megroup.com, garyjawalt@msn.com,

inselman@unlinotes.unl.edu, jcrose@neb.rr.com,
knuttelman@dor.state.ne.us, Isilbermanl@unl.edu,
mv60729@alltel.net, poongaga@email.com, sh13235@navix.net,
tgoeller@neb.rr.com, tmcarlson66@yahoo.com

cc: Marvin S Krout/Notes@Notes, Ray F Hill/Notes@Notes, Rebecca D
Horner/Notes@Notes, thuston@clinewilliams.com,
drademacher@oaconsulting.com, Randy W Hoskins/Notes@Notes,
Dennis D Bartels/Notes@Notes, Ann Harrell/Notes@Notes

Subject: CZ.05005 and UP.05001, Wal-Mart proposal, SE corner, 84th & Adams

Street

- Jean L Walker To: bassetthome@hotmail.com, brian_rundquist@hotmail.com,
\

February 18, 2005
Dear Interested Parties:

Our records indicate that you have expressed an interest in the Wal-Mart proposal on the southeast
corner of 84th & Adams Streets. Please be advised that the public hearing on this application has been
postponed pending the completion and submittal of a traffic study by the applicant. You will be advised
when the public hearing before the Planning Commission is scheduled.

Thank you for your interest.

cc: Planning Commission
City Council
Mayor Coleen J. Seng

--Jean Walker, Administrative Officer
City-County Planning Department
441-6365



MAYOR COLEEN J. SENG

wyrw.clfincoln.ne.us

Engineering Services
Public Works and Utilities Bepartment
Ailan Abbott, Director
531 Westgate Blvd.
Suite 100
Lincoln, Nebraska 48528
£02-441-1T1
fax: 402-441-6576

LINCOLN

o . .
Thy Coppmvinates of Opportovaly

Terry Werner

City Council
HEGEVEL
February 18, 2005 -
FEB 23 20
Marvin Krout : GETY COURC
OFFiCE

Lincoln-Lancaster Planning Depariment
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, Nebraska 68510

RE: Transportation Amendments for the US-77 Highway
~ Improvements: Lincoln West Beltway

This is a request to amendment to the City of Lincoln and Lancaster County
Comprehensive Plan to include the Nebraska Department of Roads proposal to
upgrade the existing US-77 Corridor to freeway standards from Interstate 80 south
to the planned South Beltway as amended by the MPO Officials Committee.

Background

The Nebraska Department of Roads submitted a proposal to amend the Mobility &
Transportation section of the Lincoln-Lancaster County Comprehensive Plan to
show the segment of US-77 Highway from Interstate 80 south to the planned South
Beltway as a freeway design which will complete the Lincoln West Beltway
concept. This proposed amendment to the Lincoln-Lancaster Long-Range Plan is
as follows:

>  Upgrade the West Beltway from an expressway to a fréeway,
beginning at Interstate 80 and ending at the South Beltway.

Y

Construct a new interchange at Pioneers Blvd.
= Construct a new interchange at Warlick Blvd.
= Closure of access to US-77 at Rokeby Road, Yankee Hill Road,

and Old Cheney Road with a review of the closures at the time of
project development phase.

The State’s proposal was approved by the Lincoln-Lancaster Planning Commission
on August 18, 2004 and forwarded to the Lincoln City Council and Lancaster
County Board. The US-77 Highway amendment was introduced at the City
Council on September 13, 2004 and the County Board on September 14, 2004. The
City Council amended the Lincoln Plan and included a statement to this amendment
(attached}. The County Board kept the public hearing open on the this amendment
through December 7, 2004 and subsequently denied the State request to amend.

The result 1s twe Transportation Plans, the City’s with the US-77 Highway
amendment and the County’s without a 1UJS-77 Highway amendment,

MPOG Officials Committee Role
The City of Lincoln 1s the federally recognized Metropolitan Planning Organization

(MPO)} for the Lincoln Metropolitan Area serving Lincoln and Lancaster County to
carry out transportation planning and decision-making for the Lincoln urbanized



Transportation Amendment for US-77: Lincein West Bypass
February 18, 2003
Page 2 -

area and Lancaster County. The Lincoln MPG is a policy-making body consisting of representatives
from local government and transportation authorities that review transportation issues and develop
transportation plans and programs for the metropolitan area. The MPO organization is a forum for
cooperative decision making and provides for the involvement of principal elected officials of Tocal
government. Representatives often come to the table with different, and sometimes conflicting
perspectives but work together to establish local and regional priorities for the transportation
improvements that are eligible for state and federal funding,

The City of Lincoln fulfils the role as the MPO and is responsible for conducting the urban
transportation planning process pursuant to federal transportation requirements. The primary
participant groups in the MPO decision-making process include the Officials Committee, Technical
Advisory Committee, Lincoln-Lancaster Planning Commission, Citizen Task Forces and Advisory
- Committees, and the MPO staff. Each group plays a specific role in the process.

The Lincoln MPO Officials Committee 1s the primary decision making body with membership
consisting of ¢lected officials which represent the City of Linceln, Lancaster County and the State of
Nebraska. The five voting members which include the 1) Mayor of the City of Lincoln, 2)
Chairperson of the Lincoln City Council, 3) Chairperson of the Lancaster County Board of
Commissioners, 4) Vice-chair of the Lancaster County Board of Commissioners, and 5) the
representative of the State of Nebraska (Director to the Department of Roads).

The voting members review and act upon transportation refated programs and studies recommended
by of the city, county and siate. Reviews of the Officials Committee are for compliance with the
established planning process and the pelicies of each general purpose government or agency which
they represent.

MPO Gfficials Committee Amendment

At the MPO Officials Committee meeting of January 21, 2005, the US-77 Highway amendment was
reviewed and the Metropolitan Transportation Plan was amended by unanimous vote. The Officials
Commuttee amendment included the US-77 Highway amendment as proposed by Nebraska
Department of Roads with the following statement to be added on Page F111 and to the list of
proposed Studies 1n the Transportation Plan:

* Aspart of the US-77/West Beltway project, study for a potential averpass at US-
77 and Old Cheney Road, Yankee Hill Road and Rokeby Read.

« The study is to be a joint State/County/City feasibility study, including a traffic
analysis, a citizen participation element, an appropriate environmental review,
and will be started no later than ene year prior to the contract letting of the
West Bypass freeway upgrade. The study will comply with FHWA procedures
for Federal Aid projects and will attempt to maintain an Old Cheney connection
for 1st Street.

The current MPO Officials Committee voting members include Mayor Seng, Terry Werner, Larry
Hudkins, Deb Schorr, and Monty Fredrickson (NDOR).



T?’(‘ihp(ii‘z{iﬂaii Amendmesnt for US-77: Lincoln Wesi Bypass
February 18, 2605 :
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Request to Amend

The request by the Lincoln MPO Official Committee is to amendment both the City of Lincoln and
Lancaster County Comprehensive Plans to include the proposal by Nebraska Department of Roads
to upgrade the existing US-77 Corridor to freeway standards from Interstate 80 south to the planned
South Beltway and to include the MPO Officials Committee statement in this amendment. By
accepting the MPO Official Committee amendment, both the City and County transportation plans
would be in agreement.

Q iﬁecrdy,,
,-;:? “

f/? g W’%ﬁ {}"E }%@Mm 2
’\ﬁm}‘xaei Brienzo
Trafisportation Planning

Attachments (1)

cc: MPO Officials Comimittee, MPO Technical Committee
Amn Harrell, Roger Figard, Randy Hoskins, Virendra Singh, Lincoln Public Works & Utilities

(FASTLESSIEMDBLRTE Amendmemis\US-7T AmendmentQfficials Committes Request wpid



04R-228

MOTION TO AMEND NO. 1

| hereby move to amend Bill No. 04R-228 in the following manner.

1. On page 3, after line 28, insert the following;

BE iT FURTHER RESQLVELD, that this Camp. Plan Amendment shall in no way
preclude future considaration of an overpass for Gld Cheney Road over US-77 (West
By-Pass), should future needs of the Cily of Lincoln and the County of Lancaster so
justify. This Amendmeant shall also not absolve any government entity of its

responsibility to participate in the funding of such Old Cheney overpass should one be

constructed.
introduced by:
[ s (/'"} j
N ~dn L&* \éﬁju >
;
o e 2 scality AYES: Camp, Cook, Friendt,
| \IPRFOVEE a5t FOrm G.egaity. McRoy, Newman, Svoboda,
AV , A NAYS: Werner.
N e [ \
e Vi \ \(\ ‘\ﬁ\’ |
CiyAtiorney N
A

Reguested by Jon Camp
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e PUBLIC WORKS AND
g UTILITIES DEPARTMENT

CITY OF LINCOLN
NEBRASKA

MAYOR COLEEN J. SENG

www.ci.lincoln.ne.us

MEMORANDUM

Date: February 23, 2005
To: City Council Members
From: Nicole Fleck-Tooze
Subject: Item No. 4, 05-19 on City Council Agenda

CC:

Attached please find the map indicating the proposed 2005 Storm Sewer & Drainage System
projects in connection with Item No. 4 on the City Council Agenda.



=
2005 Storm SewerfDrainage System Improvement Projects

Location ID Description
28th and Fair Area Improvements
69th and YWalker Area Improvements
Southgate and Pioneers Area Improvements
35th and N Area Improvements
45th and Ginny Area Improvements (engineering and design)
38th and Sewell Area Improvements
33rd and Washington Area Improvements (engineering and design)
6th and L Area Improvements -
Colonial and Mayflower Area Improvermnents MCKeIVI
th and N Box Culvert Rehabilitation
17th and ¥Washington Area Improvements
4th and Hill Channel Grading
50th and R Area Improvements
22nd and X Area Improvements
215t Street Stormwater Bypass System
22nd and"O" Area Storm Drain Reconstruction
Dead Man's Run Channel Rehabilitation
Stream Rehabilitation Projects on Parks Property
Floodplain/Floodprone Area Engineering and Projects
Preliminary Engineering and Projects for Master Planned Basin
Beal Slough Watershed
Southeast Upper Salt Creek Watershed
Little Salt Creek WWatershed
Stevens Creek Watershed
Cardwell Branch Watershed
Dead Man's Run Watershed
Best WManagement Practice Projects (not site specific)
Engineering and Prioritization of Urban Drainage System Deficiencies (not site specific)
Miscellaneous Repairs (not site specific)
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[EMORANDU!

DATE: February15, 2005

FROM: Jon Camp,
Lincoln City Council

TO: Don Herz,
Finance Director

RE: RF1/ Storm Sewer Bond [ssue Project Expenses
Please provide the estimated expense for cach of the proposed projects to be included in the
storm sewer and drainage system improvement bond issue being requested for the May, 2005

general election.

Thank vou,



CITY OF LINCOLN PROPOSED STORM SEWER
AND DRAINAGE SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS
FOR BOND {SSUE, MAY 2005 - Cost Estimates as of 2/23/05

28th and Fair Area Improvements

69th and Watker Area Improvements

Southgate and Pioneers Area Improvements

35th and N Area Improvemenis

45th and Ginny Area Improvements (engineering and design)
38th and Sewell Area Improvements

33rd and Washington Area Improvements {engineering and design)
6th and t. Area Improvements

Colonial and Mayflower Area Improvements

9th and N Box Culvert Rehabilitation

17th and Washington Area Improvements

4th and Hill Channel Grading

50th and R Area Improvements

22nd and X Area improvemenis

21st Street Stormwater Bypass System

22nd and ‘O" Area Storm Drain Reconstruction

Dead Man’s Run Channel Rehabilitation

Stream Rehabilitation Projects on Parks Property

Best Management Praclice Projects

Floodplain/Floodprone Area Engineering and Projects
Pretiminary Engineering and Projecis for Master Planned Basins
Preliminary Engineering and Prioritization of Urban Drainage System Deficiencies, Phase 2
Miscellaneous Repairs

TOTAL

$600,000
$250,000
$350,000
$230,000
$150,000
$760,000
$150,000
$10,000
$130.000
$290,000
$230,000
$30,000
$790,000
$300,000
$200,000
$90,000
$420,000
$720.000
$250,000
$540,000
$2,360,000
$500.000
$380,000
$9,750,000



. CAMPJON@aol.com To: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us (City Council)
) cc:
@ 02/18/2005 01:11 PM Subject: Fwd: Eminent Domain Process

Jon Camp

Lincoln City Council

City Council Office: 441-8793

Constituent representative: Darrell Podany

————— Message from <rsimon@alltel.net> on Fri, 18 Feb 2005 11:52:20 -0600 -----
To: <jcamp@ci.lincoln.ne.u

s>
Subject Eminent Domain
: Process
Mr. Camp,
I don"t know if you remember me, but we have met several times. | am
the former owner of Ben Simon®s. I am writing as a small business person and

a lifelong Lincoln resident concerning the use of eminent domain for John
Hammond to build a hotel at the 17th & R location.

I think it is an anti free market policy to have the city use its
eminent domain power to obtain the parcel of land for the hotel. Mr. Hammond
and his company have the freedom and opportunity to buy the properties by
dealing directly with the owners. This is the way property transactions work
and he should not have a special right to obtain it through the power of the
city. My understanding is that he never attempted to negotiate with the
owners. | question what the "overiding common good" of this project is that
makes it a candidate for even consideration for eminent domain. |If raising
sales taxes are the consideration, than we should evaluate all property
transactions on that basis.

Personally, 1 think government should use eminent domain only in the
need for public buildings and not for private development. We are setting a
dangerous precedent when a devloper sets an agenda and insists on eminent
domain power to be used to gather a parcel of land. That is what the free
market is for. Thanks for your consideration.

Rob Simon

2402 D St.
Lincon, Ne. 68502



’ JonCampCC@aol.com To: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us
o cc:
& 02/19/2005 02:31 PM Subject: Fwd: 24 Hour Lighting on the Livingston Property

Joan

Please share with Council colleagues.

Jon

Jon Camp

Office: 402-474-1838
Home: 402-489-1001
Cell: 402-560-1001
Email: JonCampCC@aol .com

----- Message from "Hornyak, John" <john.hornyak@pfizer.com> on Fri, 18 Feb 2005 17:38:03 -0500 -----
To: "JonCampCC@aol. com (JonCampCC@aol.com)”
<JonCampCC@aol.com>

Subject 24 Hour Lighting on the Livingston Property

Jon,

I just want to say thank you to you and the rest of Council for up holding
the restricted lighting agreement we (Country Meadows) had with the

developers.

Thanks

John

[@@]

attvxvéw.dat



Joan V Ray To:
) cc: <JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
m 02/22/2005 09:27 AM Subject: Re: Fw: Note on Walmart, 84th/Adams

"Patte Newman" <newman2003@neb.rr.com>

"Patte Newman" To: <JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
<newman2003@neb.rr. cc:

com> Subject: Fw: Note on Walmart, 84th/Adams
02/21/2005 09:48 AM

If not copied to the council - please pass on. Thanks Joan.

----- Original Message -----

From: Paul Marxhausen

To: pnewman@ci.lincoln.ne.us

Sent: Monday, February 21, 2005 9:22 AM
Subject: Note on Walmart, 84th/Adams

This note has to do with the proposal to site a Walmart supercenter on the southeast corner of Adams
and 84th street. I'm sure there's
plenty of issues involved so I'll be brief and touch on only one or two.

When Faith Lutheran Church and School was pondering whether to acquire the property where our day

care, school, and other ministries now
operate, we did NOT assume we would remain for even a short time "out in the country”. It was known

from the very beginning that we
would very quickly be surrounded by residential housing and that industrial and commercial operations

would soon appear both along the
east side of 84th street and/or along the north side of Adams, east of 84th. We expect to be engaged in

our community with our day
care, our school, the parking we provide for commuters, and athletic facilities to be developed in the near

future.

What was not expected is that the "800-pound gorilla of retail merchandising", a Walmart Supercenter,
would try to squeeze into a too-small parcel next to us. We already have
concerns with existing traffic problems at the intersection of 84th and Adams, not the least of which is

too-fast southbound truck traffic
running the lights. Consider the traffic impact on families bringing children to and from our facility, mixing

with a steady stream of
tractor trailers servicing the Supercenter. Consider the unstoppable overflow of customers utilizing our

limited parking.

High on my own list of worries: having seen the 24-hour/7-day activity that surrounds our existing

Walmarts in Lincoln, | question how we
can guarantee the security of our facilities. The year has not passed where our Lincoln schools have not



experienced vandalism and
the theft of attractive assets like computers. | do not imagine that Walmarts' funds to ameliorate

community impact include paying
for 24 hour security personnel at our facility in perpetuity.

| do see where the site in question has excellent visibility to the community and | have to assume that

explains Walmart's keen interest
despite the many other deficiencies. But the commercial advantage to Walmart should not be permitted

to militate against both the
safety of the general public and the service our ministries attempt to extend to the Lincoln community. |

encourage you to urge
Walmart to avail themselves of the other excellent parcels immediately to the north where all these issues

are significantly reduced.

Paul Marxhausen
6211 Glendale Road
Lincoln, NE 68505

No virus found in this incoming message.
Checked by AVG Anti-Virus.
Version: 7.0.300 / Virus Database: 266.2.0 - Release Date: 2/21/2005



"Patte Newman" To: <JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
A <newman2003@neb.rr. cc:
com> Subject: Fw: Wal Mart at 84th & Adams

02/23/2005 10:51 AM

For the Council....

————— Original Message -----

From: "Todd Wicken" <twicken@dor.state.ne.us>
To: <pnewman@ci.lincoln_ne.us>

Sent: Wednesday, February 23, 2005 10:40 AM
Subject: Wal Mart at 84th & Adams

This was in the Journal Star, Saturday, Feb. 19

Prices to pay for supercenters
BY DOUG CUNNINGHAM

Hometown Merchants Association is a membership organization whose mission
is to provide

assistance to independent businesses to help them remain strong and vital
in their community.

One of the organization®s main focuses is to research the effects of
megabox stores on the

community and the area in which they locate and to educate public
officials and consumers on

the findings.

I am writing this letter because of my concern for the future of our
communities and our state,

due to the rapid expansion plans of Wal-Mart to build new supercenters
across Nebraska,

including another in Lincoln.

It is the erroneous opinion of many that a supercenter will always bring
additional sales tax

revenue to a community. Research clearly shows that assumption is
questionable. Our research

indicates that in the majority of communities the pre-supercenter sales
tax revenue growth

would have outpaced current sales tax revenue collections had a



supercenter not been located in
the community.

Supercenters promote themselves as a retailer that will increase local
sales tax revenue and

create new jobs. It has been widely stated that for every two new jobs
created in a

supercenter, the community will lose three jobs. A study done in San Diego
County, Calif., in

2000, states that for every half-time job created, the community will lose
1% full-time jobs

that would have paid a higher wage. The study also goes on to say that the
San Diego area could

incur up to $9 million in extra public health costs, because fewer people
will be covered by

health insurance.

A survey done by the Atlanta Journal newspaper in Georgia showed that 1
out of every 4

employees in Wal-Mart in that state had a child enrolled in the state"s
free insurance for

low-income people. The next highest business®s ratio was 1 out of 22
employees having children

on the free insurance.

Wal-Mart claims to sell cheap. However, 1 would contend that we as
taxpayers are subsidizing

them through higher taxes. These same findings are arising in several
states.

As part of our research we conducted a price comparison between the 11
Wal-Mart supercenters in

Nebraska. We physically bought the identical grocery order at the highest-
and the

lowest-priced supercenters in our comparison.

In other states it has been found that when competition has been
eliminated, the price of

product in the supercenter increases drastically. This price comparison
attempts to illustrate

that supercenter pricing in Nebraska depends upon the amount of
competition left in the area.

Our price comparisons indicate that when competition no longer exists, the
price of goods

increases.

The comparison showed that in Nebraska we see a disparity of 17 percent
between the highest-

and the lowest-priced supercenters. As competition is eliminated the cost
of goods will go up.

To give some insight into Wal-Mart"s ability to accomplish its goals you
need only recognize

how large this company is. In a BuinessWeek article dated Oct. 6, 2003, a
statement is made



that Wal-Mart is three times larger than the world"s No. 2 retailer.
Another study suggests

that if the volume of business Wal-Mart does in a year were compared to
economies of the world,

the company would be the 13th-largest economy.

Wal-Mart has the resources to lower prices until competitors go out of
business, then increase

prices to what the market will bear. This has been shown to be the case
across the country.

It appears that charitable giving declines in communities where
supercenters locate. It has

been shown that as time passes and businesses close, money becomes tighter
and the nonprofits,

whose sole means of operation depends on the good will of others, begin to
struggle

financially.

In other areas of the country, Wal-Mart has driven out competition, and
after a few years

Wal-Mart has closed stores to build larger, more centrally located stores
in neighboring

communities, forcing consumers to drive out of town for most retail goods.
As competition is

eliminated, consumers are left with fewer choices, because Wal-Mart
doesn"t stock the variety

other businesses do. An example of this is a bookstore carrying thousands
of titles. When the

locally owned bookstore is forced to close, we are left with a Wal-Mart
that carries around 800

titles.

I am fully aware that many consumers are thrilled with the prospects of a
megastore locating in

their community. It is our position that consumers should be educated in
regard to the

long-term impact this type of business will have.

Consumers are only looking at today. It is our job as policy-makers to
look deeper; to dig

below the surface and ask the tough questions in regard to what our
communities will look like

5, 10 or 20 years in the future, if these trends continue.

1 would respectfully ask that an economic feasibility study be done to
determine the true

consequences of these types of stores locating in your city. We must
remember that the

decisions we make today will affect our cities, states and country well
into the future.

Doug Cunningham is director of the Hometown Merchants Association and a
state senator.



Todd Wicken

R.O.W. Division
Property Management
402-479-4770
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"Patte Newman" To: <JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
<newman2003@neb.rr. cc:
com> Subject: Fw: Woods park master plan

02/23/2005 02:02 PM

For the Council if not already sent to all.

————— Original Message -----

From: Kollpainting@aol.com

To: pnewman@ci.lincoln.ne.us

Sent: Wednesday, February 23, 2005 1:10 PM
Subject: Woods park master plan

Mrs.Newman

| am writing you to ask that you vote NO on the current master plan for woods park. We further ask you
to vote yes for an amendment to remove the tennis courts from the plan. We know as well as you do, if
it's on the plan, it will get done, it will only be a matter of time and money. The city should have never
allowed a private business to operate on public land. This proposal is just another way of taking away
more precious park land from public use. The argument that the Woods park Tennis Corp. has is it would
be better to have all the people at one location for the tournaments. They currently have control of all the
courts in Lincoln. | believe there are 19 parks that have courts. How many do they need? enough is
enough! We don't need more tennis courts, we need grass and trees. Not all people go to the park to
play tennis. Please help to protect the park, vote NO to the plan and Yes to the amendment to remove
the courts from the plan. We will be attending the city council meeting on the 28 th. Along with many
neighbors, we will be testifying against the current plan.

| thank you for your time and vote

Brandon Koll
Shelley Longsine
310 So. 30 th. st.
Lincoln Neb.68510
477-6744
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Joan V Ray To: Peggy Struwe <pstruwe@uninotesO1.unl.edu>
) cc: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us, timdfrancis@aol.com, astone59@earthlink.net,
02/18/2005 02:33 PM astone@lps.org, rachelmurrayusa@netscape.net,
jmehrens@neb.rr.com
Subject: Re: Fw: Change of Zone #05003 & Miscellaneous #05001

Dear Ms. Struwe: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

Peggy Struwe <pstruwe@uninotes01.unl.edu>

Peggy Struwe To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
<pstruwe@unlnotes01. cc: timdfrancis@aol.com, astone59@earthlink.net, astone@Ips.org,
unl.edu> rachelmurrayusa@netscape.net, jmehrens@neb.rr.com

02/18/2005 02:24 PM Subject: Fw: Change of Zone #05003 & Miscellaneous #05001

Dear City Council Representatives and staff,

Hawley Area Neighborhood Association supports the change to the lighting
standards for businesses that abut residential zoning districts. The
standard this change proposes for businesses, is the same requirement
currently used successfully for recreational facilities and parking lots.
The lighting need for security purposes is warranted but the protection from
the spillage of light for a neighborhoods® quality of life must be

considered.

Many of our neighbors abut businesses along 27th, 25th, 23rd, 19th, O, P, Q,
R, W, Y Street and UNL parking lots. Excess light spills over from all
directions into our neighborhood.

Thank you,
Peggy Struwe, President
Hawley Area Neighborhood Association



Joan V Ray To: Mary Roseberry-Brown <mroseberrybrown@yahoo.com>
) cc: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
m 02/22/2005 09:13 AM Subject: Re: Eminent domain for hotel

Dear Ms. Roseberry-Brown: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be
forwarded to the Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

Mary Roseberry-Brown <mroseberrybrown@yahoo.com>

Mary Roseberry-Brown To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
<mroseberrybrown@y cc:
ahoo.com> Subject: Eminent domain for hotel

02/21/2005 09:07 AM

To: City Council Members
FROM: Mary Roseberry-Brown

RE: Proposed Hotel Development

Please vote against the proposed eminent domain taking
of land for the purpose of building a hotel on the
land.

1. Eminent domain should not be used for the gain of
private individuals or corporations but only for
public welfare.

2. Such a project would be creating blight rather
than destroying it. Lincoln does not have the market
for another hotel. Since the building of the Embassy
Suuites Hotel, the beautiful Cornhusker Hotel has had
very high vacancy. To build another large hotel would
surely create more blight in the form of a large,
vacant, out of business, formerly beautiful Cornhusker
Hotel.

The Cornhusker is only 5 blocks from the UNL 14th and
R street hub-only one more block than the proposed
hotel. These 5 blocks would take the user through the
downtown area, creating more business for that area.

An agreement could be made with the Cornhusker for



long term housing of visiting dignataries and faculty
at UNL.

3. The businesses to be condemned are not really
“blighted” but rather are thriving. Such a project
would create blight rather than destroy it.

4_ Development goals should be to foster competition
between businesses rather than cater to one
corporation for the downtown area.

5. Development goals should be to encourage rather
than penalize local small business.

Thank you.

Mary Roseberry-Brown

Do You Yahoo!?
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection
http://mail.yahoo.com

around



Joan V Ray To: "John Ewald" <ewald_john@hotmail.com>
) cc: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
m 02/22/2005 09:34 AM Subject: Re: Thank You

Dear Mr. Ewald: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

"John Ewald" <ewald_john@hotmail.com>

"John Ewald" To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
P <ewald_john@hotmail. cc:
com> Subject: Thank You

02/21/2005 12:53 PM

Dear Lincoln city council members,

My name is John Ewald and | was present at the January 31st Lincoln city council meeting. |
want to thank you for voting to waive the impact fee for the veterinary office who annexed the
neighboring laundromat for use as a employee waiting room. | believe it was a good decision and
even though the mayor overturned your vote you still made the right choice.

I would also like to address the issue of the business hour restrictions for the lot near seventieth
and highway two that | may sway your future votes if ever another issue like this one comes up.
The real issue there was not the problem with the light or traffic for the local neighborhood. It
was and is still the creation of jobs in Lincoln. There has been in the last few years a great influx
of people into Lincoln. With this influx of people comes the need for more jobs. This need for
jobs is equally present in most age groups. As a high school student, opportunities to hold entry
level jobs are an extreme advantage because of the ability to save for college and other
necessities. These jobs help throughout high school as well as in college until students have the
opportunity to gain skills used in other jobs. I would ask you to help provide a better future for
the next generation by doing whatever you can to bring more businesses into Lincoln. Thank you
for the leadership you provide for the city of Lincoln as well as being a voice of the citizen in
your community.

Thank you and may God guide your decisions,
John Ewald

Senior, Palmyra High School



Phone: (402)780-5356
Address: 1086 | rd
Palmyra, NE

68418



Joan V Ray To: Denise M Edmiston <jdjedm@juno.com>
CC:
m 02/22/2005 09:39 AM Subject: Re: Wal-Mart at 84th and AdamsEl
Dear Mr. Edmiston: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE - 68508
Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533
e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

Denise M Edmiston <jdjedm@juno.com>
Denise M Edmiston To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us

<jdjedm@juno.com> cc:
02/21/2005 03:56 PM Subject: Wal-Mart at 84th and Adams

Council Members,

Just wanted to let you know that at least one long time resident of NE
Lincoln is in favor of building the new Wal-Mart.

That entire area looks to be booming in the very near future. Noise and
traffic (be it from a business or other source) are sure to increase so
I"m not convinced that these are valid arguments against this type of
development.

I won"t ask for a response since 1"m aware that you are all very busy,
but if one happened to come my way that would be OK too.

Thank You

Jay Edmiston, 528 Trail Ridge Road, 484-5622, E-Mail jdjedm@juno.com



Joan V Ray To: nthypar@lIps.org
CC:
m 02/22/2005 09:43 AM Subject: Re: wal-mart[']
Dear Ms. Thyparambil: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to
the Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE - 68508
Phone: 402-441-6866
Fax:  402-441-6533
e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

nthypar@Ips.org

nthypar@Ips.org To: plan@lincoln.ne.gov
: A 02/21/2005 05:11 PM ~cc council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
- Subject: wal-mart

Dear Members of the City Planning Department and City
Council Members,

I wish to voice my displeasure at the plans for Wal-Mart to
build a super center in the southeast corner of 84th and

Adams. 1 am very much against this plan. 1 am a teacher at
nearby Faith Lutheran School. 1 feel the safety of the nearly
300 students at Faith Lutheran School would be disrupted if
there were such a large discount store nearby. Truck traffic
would be disruptive. Lights would be disruptive. Selling beer
and fire arms would be a safety issue. Many parents of my

4th grade students and students themselves have told me

they do not want a Wal-Mart at this location. Please think
again about this plan. It is not a good location for Wal-Mart.

Sincerely,

Nancy Thyparambil
Faith Lutheran School



Joan V Ray To: "YANKFAN" <LARRYGIEBELHAUS@msn.com>
CC:
% 02/22/2005 09:45AM g pject: Re: SMOKING BAN[Y

Dear Mr. Giebelhaus: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

"YANKFAN" <LARRYGIEBELHAUS@msn.com>

"YANKFAN" To: <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
<LARRYGIEBELHAUS cc:
@msn.com> Subject: SMOKING BAN

02/22/2005 12:07 AM

HELLO,

I'M WRITING TO FIND OUT SOME INFORMATION ON THE
NEW SMOKING BAN, I DID VOTE FOR THE BAN AND HAVE
READ THE DEFINITIONS ON THE LINCOLN'S WEB SITE.

LAST WEEK I WAS AT A DOWNTOWN BAR AND WAS
INFORMED THAT THEY WERE PUTTING IN A SMOKING ROOM,
THAT THEY HAD SOMEONE FROM THE HEALTH DEPT. COME
OUT AND TELL THEM THE GUILD LINES. AS LONG AS THE
ROOM HAS A DOOR FROM THE BAR AREA AND HAS 20% FRESH
AIR IT WOULD BE ALLOWED.

I AND EVERYONE ELSE THAT I HAVE ASKED DO NOT RECALL
THIS AS PART OF OUR VOTE ON THE SMOKING BAN. I HAD
MIXED FEELINGS ABOUT THE BAN ( I DO NOT SMOKE) BUT I
CAN SEE BARS ALLOWING SMOKING AFTER 10 PM WHEN
CHILDREN CAN NOT BE THERE. I FEEL THEY ARE THE ONE'S



WE MUST PROTECT, ANY ONE ELSE HAS THE CHOICE WERE
TO 60 AND I WOULD HOPE THAT SOME BAR WOULD STAY
SMOKE FREE, BUT IT WOULD BE MY CHOICE IF I WERE TO 6O
INTO A BAR THAT WOULD ALLOW SMOKING.

I KNOW WHAT I HAVE WROTE IS NOT HOW THE LAW IS
WROTE BUT IF THE CITY IS GOING TO ALLOW SOME TYPE OF
SMOKING ROOMS AT BARS I WOULD LIKE TO SEE THE LAW
DROPPED. I AND MANY OTHERS VOTED FOR THE BAN ON THE
UNDERSTANDING LINCOLN WOULD HAVE JUST THAT A
SMOKING BAN.

WHEN I WALK DOWN THE STREET ALL I SEE IS ALL THESE
PEOPLE OUT FRONT OF THE BARS SMOKING AND FLIPPING
THEIR CIGARETTE BUTTS ON THE SIDEWALKS OR SITTING
ON OTHER PEOPLE'S CARS SMOKING, THIS IS A PROBLEM I
HOPE THE cITY IS GOING TO DEAL WITH. IF NOT PLEASE
LET THEM SMOKE IN SIDE THE BARS AND KEEP OUR cITY
CLEAN AT LEAST ON THE OUTSIDE.

I UNDERSTAND IT WAS VERY HARD TO MAKE THIS LAW. BUT
PLEASE DON'T MAKE LOOP HOLES IN THE LAW AND ADD
SMOKING ROOMS. IF THE CITY DOES CHANGE THE LAW AT
LEAST CLEAN UP THE SIDEWALKS AND PROTECT OUR
CHILDREN FROM SECOND HAND SMOKE

THANK YOU,
YANKFAN

Larry Giebelhaus

1911 Boston Circle

Lincoln, NE 68521
LARRYGIEBELHAUS@MSN. cOM
YANKFAN

Larry Giebelhaus

1911 Boston Circle




Lincoln, NE 68521
LARRYGIEBELHAUS@MSN. COM




Joan V Ray To: jwjjr@concentric.net
CC:
m 02/22/2005 09:46 AM Subject: Re: Eminent Domain|__E|
Dear Mr. J. Johnson, Jr.: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to
the Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE - 68508
Phone: 402-441-6866
Fax:  402-441-6533
e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

jwjjr@concentric.net

G

Members of the Council:

jwjjr@concentric.net To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us

02/22/2005 01:31 AM cc: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us
' Subject: Eminent Domain

I appeal to you, at this eleventh hour, to reconsider the path you and the
mayor are following, namely, using the power of government to transfer
property ownership from one private individual to another.

Before you on the 28th is the decision to subordinate the best interests of
individual Lincoln citizens and property owners to the financial ambitions
of an octogenarian, who is not a Lincoln citizen, to allow city government
to enter the real estate business on a wholly one-sided basis instead of
requiring the outsider who covets particular properties to negotiate,
successfully or unsuccessfully, the purchase of real estate.

Consider the context in which you must reach a decision. The United States
Supreme Court is now contemplating whether your power is or is not limited
by the 5th Amendment to the Constitutive. Obviously, the Court is not
looking specifically at the Lincoln City Council, our mayor or bureaucrats
in Lincoln government. But the Court®s decision will directly affect
Lincoln -- and you.

I realize that some among you will feel that you must act quickly just in
case the Court rules against what John Stossel of television®s 20/20 terms

"The Conceit of the Anointed.” Stossel refers to elected officials like
you, most of whom consider themselves smarter and wiser and more visionary
than ordinary citizens -- and property owners -- because you somehow were

elected to public office (0K, you raised enough money to get yourselves
elected and made behind the scenes deals to get the support of left-wing or
right-wing godfathers/mothers who could deliver the votes). But that"s
fair and it"s the American Way, right? You have been anointed and now know
better what is best for Lincoln than all Lincoln citizens -- or most
Lincoln citizens.

I appeal to you for fairness. Shake off the anointment -- the elected
representatives of the '"people” -- and consider simple fairness, not to
mention the 5th Amendment.



On the 28th, you should care not about your perception of "public use™ as
equal to "public good" but to what is fair and responsible as elected
public officials. At the very least, you should defer a decision to
support the out-of-town billionaire (He did not vote for any of you,

right? And he didn"t contribute to any of your election campaigns, right?)
until the United States Supreme Court issues its ruling.

Be cautious, ladies and gentlemen. |1 -- and so many others -- will be
watching your votes on this issue very carefully. Over three hundred
Lincoln citizens on my mailing list will receive copies of this letter to
you. If you sacrifice Lincoln property owners to the interests of some
"expert" from out of town, it will be remembered and you will be

rewarded. 1 am sure of it. It will be like a chain letter -- and they are
annoying, aren"t they?

This is not a threat but an appeal. Your billionaire from out-of-town, as
Ms. Winter of the Lincoln Journal Star wrote so effectively in the Sunday
edition, is perfectly willing to take his money to some other town of
Lincoln®s size, and invest it there. He does not care where he makes money
-— just that he makes money. He could care less about Lincoln. He just
wants money. And he wants you to make it happen, dangling the promise that
the taxes he will pay will be greater than the taxes Lincoln residents”
pay. It seems to me that your obligation is to Lincoln residents and
property owners, not to some guy who enriched himself by buying the Embassy
Suites property for a fraction and found a community with a clueless mayor
and City Council stupid enough to let him get away with it! (Your
predecessors -- except for former Council member Seng!)

Anyway, be thoughtful -- not anointed. Act for Lincoln citizens and
property owners. Not some grand scheme that may never happen. This guy
watched Lincoln botch Block 35 and then facilitate The Grand -- and soon,
Antelope Valley. He"s shrewd -- and you and the mayor are being

screwed. And we taxpayers are, too. Thanks so much for representing the
expert from out of town and not the citizens who elected you!

Joseph W. Johnson, Jr.
2800 Woods Boulevard, No. 908
Lincoln, NE 68502-5844

402-423-1447



Brian J and Dana L Meves oy
8970 Prairie Village Drive et <O
Lincoln NE 68507 ;
402-327-8980

February 20, 2005

City Councii Office
County-City Building
555 S 10" Street
Lincoin NE 68508

Dear Council member Terry Werner:

We are writing as concerned members of the Lincoln community regarding the
proposed third Super Wal-Mart. We do not feel the community of Lincoln is in
need of this additional Wal-Mart. We have also heard the rumblings of a possible
fourth location on Hwy 77, but we are especially concerned with the proposal on
84" & Adams. |

We have strong feelings as to why this is not an advantageous location. We
believe this is an area that is beginning to thrive as a neighborhood community.
We feel that our established neighborhoods, as well as our newly developing
Prairie Village would be at a severe disadvantage to the traffic congestion and
the dangers it would create. We would drive through this four times a day just to
get to and from work. Additional traffic lanes, red light runners, noise, litter, and
drainage are just a few of our concerns. Prairie Homes of Lincoln also owns land
north of Adams Street, which they plan to develop for housing. Adams Street
would have to be widened. Shoulders would need to be provided. Double turn
lanes in all directions just like the locations on Superior Street and Hwy 2. A nice
quiet neighborhood community this does not make.

If our community is truly in need of a third Super Wal-Mart, we ask why they have
chosen this location? Wili they honestly pull business from anywhere, as this
location is between the two existing Super Wal-Marts. Wal-Mart has built the two
existing structures in the “middle of no where,” and the town has grown toward
them, which | have appreciated. :



Our homes, our cemeteries, our golf courses, and our churches are already
here. WE DO NOT WANT A SUPER WAL-MART IN OUR NEIGHBCRHCOD.

Our community however, is in great need of a grocery store, a video rental
business, and a movie theater. We would be much more satisfied if a grocery
store were allowed at the site. Yes, this would create more traffic congestion, but
we feel that it would be from the local neighborhood community as opposed to
non-local traffic coming in throngs to Super Wail-Mart. Just think of what it would
be ifike at holidays such as Christmas. We just do not feel it would be safe for our
neighbors or ourselves. There are too many deadly accidents on our streets. |
do not want a potentially harmful intersection in my neighborhood.

We would appreciate the consideration of moving this site, whether for a Super
Wal-Mart or any other large structure boasting over 80,000 sq ft be proposed
farther north by undeveloped land closer to the convention center. We believe
those attending convention center activities would frequent these establishments,
as well as ourselves. The difference you ask? They wouid not be in our
backyard.

Lincoln is a wonderful community and we believe in its growth, we do not believe
in unnecessary commercial growth that has saturated our community. There are
more important needs of the community than a third Super Wal-Mart at 84" &
Adams.

As responsibie registered voters, we would like to thank you for your service to
the community of Lincoin.

Brian J and Dana . Meves



Joan V Ray To: Dave O <daoco@yahoo.com>

) cc: council <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, Deanna Winter
02/22/2005 12:31 PM <dwinter@journalstar.com>
Subject: Re: Eminent Domain

Dear Mr. Oenbring: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

Dave O <daoco@yahoo.com>

Dave O To: council <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
<daoco@yahoo.com> cc: Deanna Winter <dwinter@journalstar.com>

02/22/2005 11:59 AM Subject: Eminent Domain

Please have the following entered into the Council minutes.
Dear Council Members,

I’m writing to express my firm opposition to the use of eminent domain for the purpose of luring a new hotel to
downtown Lincoln. The area in question is far from blighted; in fact it’s occupied by several thriving businesses.

The results of recent bond elections and the defeat of the levy override attempts should serve as a clarion call that
the voters are sick of "business as usual" and want something different from the council. | would wager that if you
put the entire Antelope Valley Redevelopment plan before the voters (as it should have been before ground was
ever broken) it would be soundly defeated. What you are contemplating now is the most odious aspect of the whole
process. The taking of personal property only to convert it to the personal property of another is not only
unconstitutional it’s immoral.

Making this decision before the Supreme Court decides the New London case could open up the city to an
enormous liability for damages should the court rule for the plaintiffs. You would be very poor stewards of the
public trust should you make that move.

Your actions here will receive nation wide attention, you can vote to honor the property rights of the citizens of this
community or you can bow to political pressure and big money interests by acceding to a gross misuse of
government power. Please choose wisely.

David Oenbring
2630 S 13"

Lincoln, NE 68502

402-474-4300






Mark Hunzeker OfFiog
Pierson Fitchett Law Firm

1045 Lincoln Mall, Suite 200

Lincoln, NE 683508

February 18, 2005
Dear Mark,

On behalf of the DLA Executive Committee, we thank you for joining us at our February
15 meeting to discuss proposed changes to the downtown theater policy which your
client, Dr. Greg Sutton, intends to submit to the City. We appreciate that you not only
contacted us about this matter but that you offered to brief our group on the changes that
vour client will likely propose.

DLA will keep an open mind on this matter and will not make any decisions on a formal
position until after your specific proposals have been submitted to the City. At the same
time, our organization is on record as supporting the downtown theater policy for over 20
years. We consider this policy to be an important piece of the fabric of downtown in its
role as the City’'s entertainment center.

Thanks again for your willingness to dialogue with us on this matter.

Sincerely,
e 2 = "
Y b ) ' g
2 Sy W Ao,
Michelle R. Waite, Chair Polly M. McMullen, President
Downtown Lincoln Association Downtown Lincoln Association

CC: Mayor Coleen Seng
Eincoln City Council
DLA Board of Directors

1200 N Sireet, Suite 101
Lincoln, NE 68508
{402} 4346200
FAX (402) 434-6907

www.downtowniincoln.org



Joan V Ray To: Jim Johnson <jjohnson@cornhusker.net>
CC:
m 02/23/2005 09:18 AM Subject: Re: Don't water down the Living Wage ordinance!r_ul
Dear Mr. Johnson: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE - 68508
Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533
e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

Jim Johnson <jjohnson@cornhusker.net>

Jim Johnson To: Council@ci.Lincoln.ne.us
lls <jjohnson@cornhuske ce:
r.net> Subject: Don't water down the Living Wage ordinance!

02/23/2005 03:41 AM

Dear Council Members:

I urge you not to water down the City"s Living Wage ordinance to
appease
the management at the Capital Humane Society. 1 like kitties & puppies, we
all do, and 1 hope the Humane Society and the Health Department can figure
out a way to work together towards an agreement that will benefit the
animals and the residents of this City. But let"s don"t do it on the backs
of poor people. If the Humane Society insists on paying their employees
substandard wages, they hardly deserve to claim the word "humane'" in their
name, and they certainly shouldn"t be getting subsidized by the City.

The Living Wage Ordinance has been unfairly characterized by a

local
newspaper editorial as something that tries to "force employers to pay more
so people can have better lives." That"s nonsense. The ordinance doesn"t

force any employer to do anything. It applies ONLY to businesses and
organizations which have contracts with the City, and then only above a
certain large dollar amount. No one "forces" employers to bid on such
contracts; if they choose not to, the ordinance is silent. However, if a
business does choose to bid on a government contract, then they“re getting
paid with taxpayer money, and it"s only fair to expect them to be held to a
higher standard than businesses which choose not to hold their hands out
for tax money.

It shouldn™t matter that there was only one bidder on the Humane

Society
contract; having a monopoly doesn®"t give a business the right to flout City
law. |1f obeying the law means they have to put in a higher bid, then so be

it; if the bidding gets too far out of line then maybe the monopoly will
break and others can step in and compete. That"s how capitalism works.

IT employers expect to underpay their people and force them to
supplement
their earnings with government welfare checks, then they certainly
shouldn®t be getting government business. And don"t let them get by with
the claim that a request for a $95,000 increase is due to the Living Wage
Ordinance, when Council testimonly suggests that not more than 1/3 of that



amount would actually go towards paying a living wage.

Most shocking of all was hearing Council member Svoboda state
that, as the
co-owner of a company that has contracts with the City, if the City came to
him and asked to see a list of employees®™ wages, he would refuse on grounds
that 1t"s a "privacy issue". Excuse me, but if the taxpayers are paying
the salaries, how come it"s wrong for us to see what our money is paying
for? And shouldn®"t our Council members be setting an example by UPHOLDING
city laws instead of heaping scorn upon those laws?

Do whatever®s right to come to a fair agreement with the Capital
Humane
Society for their good work in the community, but please don"t water down
the Living Wage Ordinance. Thanks!

Sincerely,

Jim Johnson

1201 Berkshire Ct #36
Lincoln NE 68505

Phone: 466-0690
e-mail: jjohnson@cornhusker.net



Joan V Ray To: "MICHAELE LUFT" <maskluft@msn.com>
CC:
m 02/23/2005 09:28 AM Subject: Re: Wal-mart Super Centerr_nl
Dear Mr. & Ms. Luft: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE - 68508
Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533
e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

"MICHAELE LUFT" <maskluft@msn.com>

"MICHAELE LUFT" To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
L <maskluft@msn.com> cc:

02/23/2005 09:02 AM Subject: Wal-mart Super Center

Dear City Council Members,

1 would like to take a moment of your time to address Wal-mart®"s plans for
another store in northeast Lincoln. 1 live south of Northforty golf course.

I"m 10 minutes from the 27th and Superior store. Give me one good reason
why we need another store this close. To help beautify my neighborhood? To
create a traffic problem that isn"t necessary? Or maybe to destroy a
Church?

1*11 give you four examples why Wal-mart isn"t welcome in my neighborhood.

The First is a $40,000 question, they take out Life Insurance policy"s on
all employees and when you die? Cha-Ching, Wal-mart®"s(The Walton"s) are
$40,000 richer. The employees didn"t even know that wal-mart was doing
this!

Two, and being a union member at Goodyear Lincoln. This really hurts,
Wal-mart Canada votes to become a Union(So that they can receive a fair wage
and have better working conditions). Six months later Wal-mart decides to
CLOSE this store.

Three, 1™m sure you®"ve read just lately about there settlement on breaking
some Child Labor Laws. Letting kids use chain saws, run forklifts, ect.

Four, they have a saying, "Always Low Prices, Always'". It should be
"ALWAYS LOW WAGES, ALWAYS™".

We need quality good paying jobs, not a discount store. We definately
don"t need a Wal-mart to drag down our neighborhood. The two stores they
have now are enough, they also aren®t in residential neighborhoods. Think
twice about letting them in our backyard.

Sincerely, Michael and Shari LuftDear Planning Commissioners,

1 would like to take a moment of your time to address Wal-mart®"s plans for
another store in northeast Lincoln. 1 live south of Northforty golf course.

I1"m 10 minutes from the 27th and Superior store. Give me one good reason
why we need another store this close. To help beautify my neighborhood? To
create a traffic problem that isn"t necessary? Or maybe to destroy a
Church?

1"11 give you four examples why Wal-mart isn"t welcome in my neighborhood.



The First is a $40,000 question, they take out Life Insurance policy"s on
all employees and when you die? Cha-Ching, Wal-mart®"s(The Walton"s) are
$40,000 richer. The employees didn"t even know that wal-mart was doing
this!

Two, and being a union member at Goodyear Lincoln. This really hurts,
Wal-mart Canada votes to become a Union(So that they can receive a fair wage
and have better working conditions). Six months later Wal-mart decides to
CLOSE this store.

Three, 1™m sure you®"ve read just lately about there settlement on breaking
some Child Labor Laws. Letting kids use chain saws, run forklifts, ect.

Four, they have a saying, "Always Low Prices, Always'". It should be
"ALWAYS LOW WAGES, ALWAYS™".

We need quality good paying jobs, not a discount store. We definately
don"t need a Wal-mart to drag down our neighborhood. The two stores they
have now are enough, they also aren®t in residential neighborhoods. Think
twice about letting them in our backyard.

Sincerely, Michael and Shari Luft

Don’t just search. Find. Check out the new MSN Search!
http://search.msn.click-url.com/go/onm00200636ave/direct/01/



Joan V Ray To: "Jo Forbes" <forbes1973@neb.rr.com>
CC:
m 02/23/2005 01:16 PM Subject: Re: Woods Park Tennis CourtsEl

Dear J. Forbes: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE - 68508
Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533
e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

"Jo Forbes" <forbes1973@neb.rr.com>

"Jo Forbes™" To: <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
<forbes1973@neb.rr.co cc:
m> Subject: Woods Park Tennis Courts

02/23/2005 01:08 PM

TO: LINCOLN CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS

FROM: Vernon J. Forbes, 602 South 32 Street, Lincoln, NE 68510 - Forbes1973@neb.rr.com

When deciding your vote on the new Woods Park Master Plan which includes 3 proposed tennis courts, please consider
the following:

1. Over the years, Woods Park has endured a number of losses. It has lost land to the Health Department and has also lost
open space to expanded athletic facilities. In addition, its Rose Garden has disappeared and it has been without a picnic
area and shelter for years.

2. Woods Park is a Community Park (C.P.) which, as defined in the Lincoln-Lancaster Comprehensive Plan, because of its
size should serve only about 13% of Lincoln’s residents.

3. Woods Park contains 3 athletic facilities that are designed and used to serve a population beyond the scope of a
Community Park.

4. The baseball field, recently upgraded (without any neighborhood notification) is leased to Nebraska Wesleyan.
Neighborhood children are now locked out of it. The city leagues use in the summer last year was considerably reduced
from previous summers.

5. The Olympic size swimming pool is used several times each summer for major regional swim meets. During these
3-day meets the pool is closed to Lincoln residents and cars are parked in front of our homes all day long, because the
large parking lots were obviously not designed for such extensive use.

6. Tennis: Woods Park alone has over a 3“ of all the tennis courts in Lincoln’s Community Parks. The usual number of
courts in the average C.P. is 2. Only one has 3. Woods contains 15!! This is obviously well beyond the Comprehensive
Plan’s scope for such a park.

The proposed courts are not for day to day summer use, because that use is only at 46% of capacity (Tennis Assn.
Figures). They are to enable the Woods Tennis Facility to host tournaments - IN ONE LOCATION!

The Tennis Assn. currently welcomes matches and/or practices from the Lincoln Public Schools, Wesleyan, UNL &
Concordia. These organizations should be willing to reciprocate during tournament time (such as is done during
basketball tournaments). Tennis Assn. figures show that in the 12 tournaments last year, 24% of the participants were
from outside Lincoln. This is also beyond the scope of a Community Park!



While having to travel from one location to another in a tennis tournament may be an inconvenience to participants, the
permanent loss of the only green space remaining in the southern part of Woods Park would be a tragic loss to the
neighborhood.

Woods Park is bordered on the South and West by two Historic Neighborhood Districts. In order to preserve the original
1920’s character of this area, the city has put in place certain regulations which require us to preserve and care for the
original character of our homes. And yet, the city has allowed the character of Woods Park to change over the past 20
years and into a Sports Complex right in our midst, complete with plastic bubbles for our viewing pleasure!

There are already too many tennis courts in Woods Park. When will the word STOP be used? Please vote to remove the
proposed tennis courts. Thank you.

February 23, 2005



Joan V Ray To: Mel Meister <mmeister@alltel.net>
CC:
m 02/23/2005 01:35 PM Subject: Re: Downtown DevelopmentEl
Dear Mr. Meister: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE - 68508
Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533
e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

Mel Meister <mmeister@alltel.net>

Mel Meister To: <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
<mmeister@alltel.net> cc:
Subject:

02/23/2005 01:22 PM

I am against the city putting another hotel downtown and destroying many
small businesses that are located on that block.



DO NOT REPLY to this- To: General Council <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
o & InterLinc cc:

<none@lincoln.ne.gov  Subject: InterLinc: Council Feedback

>

02/23/2005 01:52 PM

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council

Name: Kenneth and Ada Bishop
Address: 5328 Marigold Court
City: Lincoln, NE 68521
Phone:

Fax:

Email: klabishop@earthlink._net

Comment or Question:

We feel that the power of eminent domain shouldn®t be used to take the
property of small businesses for the benefit of "big business'". The hotel that
is being proposed might be a very nice thing to have, but we think it would be
better to deal with the present land owners in the usual way, and probably pay
them fair market value if, and only if, they will agree to relocate. We
wouldn®"t like for Lincoln to be known as a place unfriendly to small business.
Please take time to make a good and fair decision. It seems as if we are
being railroaded into making a deal with Mr. Hammons because of his age.

Another thought is that we want to keep our Nebraska young people and college
graduates here at home. Let"s deal fairly with those who have elected to
invest their lives right here in Lincoln. They deserve our kindness and
consideration.
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Joan V Ray To: JLamb@southeast.edu
cc:
% 02/24/2005 08:35 AM Subject: Re: Proposed Hotel Site and Eminent Domain|__E|

Dear Ms. Lamb: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

JLamb@southeast.edu
( JLamb@southeast.edu To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
L.

02/23/2005 04:56 PM cc . . .
Subject: Proposed Hotel Site and Eminent Domain

To City Council Members:

I am writing to voice my concern about your proposal to acquire the
property between 16th and 17th and P and Q Streets through the use of
eminent domain. 1 strongly disagree with the proposal and believe that it
is totally unethical and unjust to subject the current property and
business owners to the type of treatment which they are experiencing. |
believe that the Council is letting the power of money stand in their way
of fair and ethical treatment to the citizens of Lincoln. Although 1
realize that the proposed development may bring in a huge source of tax
revenue for our city, it is not right to take property away from one
individual and give (or sell at a reduced rate) to another individual.
While growth and development within our city are inevitable and necessary,
there are plenty of locations already available without the city having to
exercise the use of eminent domain to take property away from others.

1 urge all of you to stop and take a look at what you are actually doing
here, and 1 urge you all to put yourself in the place of these current
property and business owners and determine if you thought it was fair for
the city to displace you and your home or business without fair and just
compensation. | have a very personal interest in this entire process, and
I ask that you reflect on this issue to see if you can clearly say that
this is right. |1 am ashamed of the fact that our city would treat our own
citizens this way. We encourage our community members to set up business
in our town, we encourage our university graduates to remain in Lincoln and
contribute to the city, and then we respond in this manner. It is truly
wrong.

It is my hope that the City Council will make a decision that is morally
and ethically right and not one that is purely motivated by money. Thank
you,



Janelle Lamb



Joan V Ray To: dlamb@southeast.edu
CC:
m 02/24/2005 08:35 AM Subject: Re: eminent domainD
Dear Mr. Lamb: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE - 68508
Phone: 402-441-6866
Fax:  402-441-6533
e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

dlamb@southeast.edu

& dlamb@southeast.edu To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
N 02/23/2005 04:56 PM ce .
2 Subject: eminent domain

Having read the articles in the paper this past week, | am not in favor of
supporting changes in this city based upon manipulating individuals because
"big business

utilizes their clout(mostly, money).

I oppose eminent domain, and support the businesses which already exist
there. My attitude will change only if the city council honors them with
fair market value.

Many of them have worked hard to build their businesses, and they need to
be recognized for this through a monetary value based upon fairness.
$10,000 is not comprable to $200, 000, and is an insult to a business
person who has worked to fulfill their North American Dream.

I will be in attendance at the council meeting on Monday, February 28th in
support of the working class people who support their dreams, this city,
and their community.

Their efforts have made this city an All American city; eminent domain
changes this into something less than that of which 1 cannot be proud!

David Lamb
1319 N. 38th
Lincoln, NE. 68503



Joan V Ray To: jess@lakeowencamp.com
CC:
m 02/24/2005 08:37 AM Subject: Re: Opposed to Hotel ProjectD
Dear: Ms. Swift Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE - 68508
Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533
e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

Jessica Swift <jess@lakeowencamp.com>

Jessica Swift To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
<jess@lakeowencamp. cc:
com> Subject: Opposed to Hotel Project

02/23/2005 11:16 PM
Please respond to jess

To whom it may concern:

I am writing in response to the Hotel project proposed to take over the
blocks at approximately 17th and Q streets. Where Samurai Sam®s is
located. It appears that the city is not taking care of the businesses
that are currently there. 1 feel this development is unethical and
unjust. The 5-6 businesses that occupy the proposed area are not being
taken care of. I know the owners of Samurai Sam®s and they were only
offered 10,000 for relocation and a U-haul. That is ridiculous, that is
not nearly enough money for them to re-locate or reimburse them for
the money and efforts they have invested into the business!!!

I am a former citizen of Lincoln x 8 years and will not be able to
attend the city council meeting however 1 am strongly against this
hotel project! It is unfair to the small businesses that currently
occupy the area and it would change the small town feel of the down
town areall!ll

Thank you for listening to my concerns.

Jessica A. Swift RD, LMNT



Joan V Ray To: "Onie" <onie@onre.com>
CC:
m 02/24/2005 08:57 AM Subject: Re: Eminant Domain|__E|
Dear "Onie": Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the Council
Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE - 68508
Phone: 402-441-6866
Fax:  402-441-6533
e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

"Onie" <onie@onre.com>

"Onie" To: <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
<onie@onre.com> cc:
02/24/2005 07:21 AM Subject: Eminant Domain

Council Members,

| am so tired and disgusted by the strong armed take over of property wanted by some robber
baron developer from a private individual!! 1 am_so angry with city council's and mayor's who
are paid off in some way or another to change zoning, or use the eminent domain card in order to
profit a deceitful developer who usually never lives in state or will never be involved in the
community.

Any one of you willing to have the same happen to you?
"We will take your house and your property.”
"But,why?"

"Because we can!!"

Signed,
In total agreement with Col. Joe Johnson who's letter is as follows:

Members of the Council:

| appeal to you, at this eleventh hour, to reconsider the path you and the mayor are following,
namely, using the power of government to transfer property ownership from one private
individual to another.

Before you on the 28th is the decision to subordinate the best interests of individual Lincoln
citizens and property owners to the financial ambitions of an octogenarian, who is not a Lincoln
citizen, to allow city government to enter the real estate business on a wholly one-sided basis



instead of requiring the outsider who covets particular properties to negotiate, successfully or
unsuccessfully, the purchase of real estate.

Consider the context in which you must reach a decision. The United States Supreme Court is
now contemplating whether your power is or is not limited by the 5th Amendment to the
Constitution. Obviously, the Court is not looking specifically at the Lincoln City Council, our
mayor or bureaucrats in Lincoln government. But the Court's decision will directly affect
Lincoln -- and you.

I realize that some among you will feel that you must act quickly just in case the Court rules
against what John Stossel of television's 20/20 terms "The Conceit of the Anointed." Stossel
refers to elected officials like you, most of whom consider themselves smarter and wiser and
more visionary than ordinary citizens -- and property owners -- because you somehow were
elected to public office (OK, you raised enough money to get yourselves elected and made
behind the scenes deals to get the support of left-wing or right-wing godfathers/mothers who
could deliver the votes). But that's fair and it's the American Way, right? You have been
anointed and now know better what is best for Lincoln than all Lincoln citizens -- or most
Lincoln citizens.

I appeal to you for fairness. Shake off the anointment -- the elected representatives of the
"people™ -- and consider simple fairness, not to mention the 5th Amendment.

On the 28th, you should care not about your perception of "public use” as equal to "public good"
but about what is fair and responsible as elected public officials. At the very least, you should
defer a decision to support the out-of-town billionaire (He did not vote for any of you, right?
And he didn't contribute to any of your election campaigns, right?) until the United States
Supreme Court issues its ruling.

Be cautious, ladies and gentlemen. | -- and so many others -- will be watching your votes on this
issue very carefully. Over three hundred Lincoln citizens on my mailing list will receive copies
of this letter to you. If you sacrifice Lincoln property owners to the interests of some "expert"
from out of town, it will be remembered and you will be rewarded. 1 am sure of it. It will be
like a chain letter -- and they are annoying, aren't they?

This is not a threat but an appeal. Your billionaire from out-of-town, as Ms. Winter of the
Lincoln Journal Star wrote so effectively in the Sunday edition, is perfectly willing to take his
money to some other town of Lincoln's size, and invest it there. He does not care where he
makes money -- just that he makes money. He could care less about Lincoln. He just wants
money. And he wants you to make it happen, dangling the promise that the taxes he will pay
will be greater than the taxes Lincoln residents' pay. It seems to me that your obligation is to
Lincoln residents and property owners, not to some guy who enriched himself by buying the
Embassy Suites property for a fraction and found a community with a clueless mayor and City
Council stupid enough to let him get away with it! (Your predecessors -- except for former
Council member Seng!)

Anyway, be thoughtful -- not anointed. Act for Lincoln citizens and property owners. Not some



grand scheme that may never happen. This guy watched Lincoln botch Block 35 and then
facilitate The Grand -- and soon, Antelope Valley. He's shrewd -- and you and the mayor are
being screwed. And we taxpayers are, too. Thanks so much for representing the expert from out
of town and not the citizens who elected you!

Joseph W. Johnson, Jr.
2800 Woods Boulevard, No. 908
Lincoln, NE 68502-5844

402-423-1447



Joan V Ray To: RogerYant@aol.com
cc:
% 02/24/2005 08:58 AM Subject: Re: Eminent Domain: Stop before it's to Iate.|__D|

Dear Mr. Yant: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

RogerYant@aol.com
’ RogerYant@aol.com To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
iy cc:
] 02/24/2005 08:27 AM . . . .
: Subject: Eminent Domain: Stop before it's to late.

| believe that you the City Council hold off on the vote on the 28th. | believe that the government doesn't
have the right to take land in this way. More time needs to be spent on this instead of rushing it through.
Put yourself in the same spot these people are in that don't want to loose their property. Sincerely, Roger
Yant



Joan V Ray To: "Lincoln Business" <jjg666@lincolnbusiness.com>
cc:
m 02/24/2005 09:45 AM Subject: Re: Eminent Domain BBR[

Dear Mr. Graziano: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

"Lincoln Business" <jjg666@lincolnbusiness.com>

"Lincoln Business" To: <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
<jjg666@lincolnbusine cc: <jwjjr@concentric.net>
ss.com> Subject: Re: Eminent Domain BBR
02/24/2005 09:42 AM

TO: Elected Officials of the Lincoln City Council

Joe Johnson recently sent you a letter (which is repeated below) regarding your
appalling misuse of the eminent domain doctrine.

What you are doing is nothing less than legalized theft — pure and simple. But legalized
or not — theft is theft.

If the gentleman in question wishes to buy the property — he is free to make the current
owners an offer. But it is unconscionable that he use the power and force of law to bend
others to his will.

Come next election — ANY elected official who has voted for this travesty will lose my
vote.

Sincerely,

Jack Graziano
10666 @lincolnbusiness.com

ORIGINAL LETTER FROM JOE JOHNSON FOLLOWS:

Members of the Council:



| appeal to you, at this eleventh hour, to reconsider the path you and the mayor are
following, namely, using the power of government to transfer property ownership from
one private individual to another.

Before you on the 28th is the decision to subordinate the best interests of individual
Lincoln citizens and property owners to the financial ambitions of an octogenarian, who
is not a Lincoln citizen, to allow city government to enter the real estate business on a
wholly one-sided basis instead of requiring the outsider who covets particular properties
to negotiate, successfully or unsuccessfully, the purchase of real estate.

Consider the context in which you must reach a decision. The United States Supreme
Court is now contemplating whether your power is or is not limited by the 5th
Amendment to the Constitution. Obviously, the Court is not looking specifically at the
Lincoln City Council, our mayor or bureaucrats in Lincoln government. But the Court's
decision will directly affect Lincoln -- and you.

| realize that some among you will feel that you must act quickly just in case the Court
rules against what John Stossel of television's 20/20 terms "The Conceit of the
Anointed.” Stossel refers to elected officials like you, most of whom consider
themselves smarter and wiser and more visionary than ordinary citizens -- and property
owners -- because you somehow were elected to public office (OK, you raised enough
money to get yourselves elected and made behind the scenes deals to get the support
of left-wing or right-wing godfathers/mothers who could deliver the votes). But that's fair
and it's the American Way, right? You have been anointed and now know better what is
best for Lincoln than all Lincoln citizens -- or most Lincoln citizens.

| appeal to you for fairness. Shake off the anointment -- the elected representatives of
the "people"” -- and consider simple fairness, not to mention the 5th Amendment.

On the 28th, you should care not about your perception of "public use" as equal to
"public good" but about what is fair and responsible as elected public officials. At the
very least, you should defer a decision to support the out-of-town billionaire (He did not
vote for any of you, right? And he didn't contribute to any of your election campaigns,
right?) until the United States Supreme Court issues its ruling.

Be cautious, ladies and gentlemen. | -- and so many others -- will be watching your
votes on this issue very carefully. Over three hundred Lincoln citizens on my mailing list
will receive copies of this letter to you. If you sacrifice Lincoln property owners to the
interests of some "expert" from out of town, it will be remembered and you will be
rewarded. | am sure of it. It will be like a chain letter -- and they are annoying, aren't
they?

This is not a threat but an appeal. Your billionaire from out-of-town, as Ms. Winter of
the Lincoln Journal Star wrote so effectively in the Sunday edition, is perfectly willing to
take his money to some other town of Lincoln's size, and invest it there. He does not
care where he makes money -- just that he makes money. He could care less about



Lincoln. He just wants money. And he wants you to make it happen, dangling the
promise that the taxes he will pay will be greater than the taxes Lincoln residents' pay.
It seems to me that your obligation is to Lincoln residents and property owners, not to
some guy who enriched himself by buying the Embassy Suites property for a fraction
and found a community with a clueless mayor and City Council stupid enough to let him
get away with it! (Your predecessors -- except for former Council member Seng!)

Anyway, be thoughtful -- not anointed. Act for Lincoln citizens and property owners.
Not some grand scheme that may never happen. This guy watched Lincoln botch
Block 35 and then facilitate The Grand -- and soon, Antelope Valley. He's shrewd --
and you and the mayor are being screwed. And we taxpayers are, too. Thanks so
much for representing the expert from out of town and not the citizens who elected you!

Joseph W. Johnson, Jr.
2800 Woods Boulevard, No. 908
Lincoln, NE 68502-5844

402-423-1447



Joan V Ray To: "Joe & Danna Durante" <djdurante@hotmail.com>
cc:
m 02/24/2005 11:19 AM Subject: Re: Hotel DevelopmentD

Dear Mr. Durante: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

"Joe & Danna Durante" <djdurante@hotmail.com>

"Joe & Danna Durante" To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
<djdurante@hotmail.co cc:
m> Subject: Hotel Development

02/24/2005 11:13 AM

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing you with great concern regarding the hotel development plans
for 17th and Q. 1 am against this development as it is unjust and unethical.
The current businesses need to be compensated with fair market value. This
should not even be an issue as the action of not providing fair market value
for the property and/or business is against the Eminent Domain Law. Please
represent me, my family, and our concerns regarding this issue at the
upcoming City Council meeting on Monday.

I look forward to hearing back from you on this issue. | also pray that if
the hotel development is in fact going to become a reality, that at least
this city council will stand up for it"s local businesses and protect their
rights.

Thank you for your time, consideration, and response in this situation.
Sincerely,

Joe Durante
488-2043



Joan V Ray To: "Gary Harris" <Garyandkaron@msn.com>
CC:
m 02/24/2005 11:25 AM Subject: Re: Wal-Mart Proposal at 84th and AdamsEl
Dear Ms. Harris: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508
Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:

402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

"Gary Harris" <Garyandkaron@msn.com>

"Gary Harris" To: <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, <plan@Ilincoln.ne.gov>
<Garyandkaron@msn. cc:
com> Subject: Wal-Mart Proposal at 84th and Adams

02/24/2005 11:20 AM

To: Lincoln City Council and City of Lincoln Planning Commissioners

Dear Sirs and Madams,

As a member of Faith Lutheran Church and School located at 8701 Adams, | would like to
register some significant concerns for the proposed building of a Wal-Mart store on the South
corner of 84th and Adams Street.

The most significant concern is the potential hindrance to our ministry, especially our school and
our Touching Hearts Early Childhood Center. Below are several other concerns | as a member
feel could harm the church's ministry and safety.

Security and safety for our members, school teachers, and children.

Accidents due to close proximity of the planned access road between the church and the
proposed Wal-Mart.

Wal-Mart Building layout (for example, auto lube center directly across from our future
sanctuary)

Wal-Mart parking lot lights

Litter

Noise

Overnight RV parking/after hours parking lot activity of a 24/7 operation

Alcohol / tobacco / firearms sales within close proximity to a church, school, preschool

and daycare.

Drainage / run-off

Potential for increased crime



e Unwanted traffic through our parking lots
e Potential loss of incomes created by concerned parents having their children in a
school/preschool/early childhood learning center located so close to a Wal-Mart store.

® Aesthetic concerns
Thank you for your attention to these above concerns.
Sincerely,

Karon L. Harris

Get more from the Web. FREE MSN Explorer download : http://explorer.msn.com



DO NOT REPLY to this- To: General Council <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
InterLinc cc:

<none@lincoln.ne.gov  Subject: InterLinc: Council Feedback

>

02/24/2005 12:04 PM

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council

Name: Doyle Adams

Address: 7330 Greenwood ct

City: Lincoln, NE 68507-2162
Phone:

Fax:

Email: doyle@neb.rr.com

Comment or Question:

I am writing on the proposed WalMart at 84th and Adams. This proposal as |
understand it is on the Southeast corner of 84th and Adams. 1 would like that
site moved to the Northeast corner of 84th and Adams. Or even a better site
closer to the interstate north on 84th Street. Please Move this proposed site
other than the southeast section of 84th and Adams.

Thank you for making Lincoln a better place

Doyle Adams
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Terry Werner February 23, 2005
City Council Office

County-City Building

555 South 10™ Street

Lincoln, NE 68508

RE: Woods Park Master Plan
Dear Councilnian Werner:

At your February 28" meeting you will discuss the Woods Park Master Plan. As part of
the plan, I oppose the construction of additional tennis courts on the south side of Woods
Park. My opposition is based on the following:

® Enough green space has already been used up at the park, especially on the park’s
southern end. ,

¢ Building three courts now will only encourage the building of additional courts in
the next fifteen/twenty years. The character of the park must be maintained.

e Woods Park is a medium sized, neighborhood park. It should not be a sports
complex serving regional needs.

e Finally, do you see a demand for additional tennis courts in Lincoln? I rarely see
the tennis courts at Irving Park or the University of Nebraska (east or main
campus) being used. The proposed Laykold courts are for competitive tennis

- players—the majority of whom, I suspect, do not live in Lincoln. Ido not see a
need for more tennis courts near downtown.

Thank you for your time and attention.

Sincerely,

NP *ﬁf\f\@% \
Michael McDannel

3300 7T Street
Lincoln, NE 68510



February 23, 2005

AECE .
City Council Members, ER 9 4 700
City Council Office, o 2 A_”Z{?s&
City of Lincoln, @W@Fﬁék ’
555 S. 10™ Street,
Lincoln, NE 683508.
City Council Members:

I am enclosing a short essay that I am also sending to the Lincoln Journal Star regarding
the eminent domain matter affecting the area bounded by P, Q, and 17" and 18™ Streets.

I clearly want it understood that my views do not necessarily reflect the views of the
Nebraska Center for Entrepreneurship, the Department of Management, the College of
Business Administration, nor any other department of the University of Nebraska-
Lincoln. They are entirely my own views.

1 regret that I cannot attend the City Council meeting on February 28. 1 am teaching a
class on the growth and development of small businesses that night.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

D, fud %A/ A

Richard Kimbrough
205 S. Boswell
Crete, NE 68333
Email: rbkimbrough(@ yahoo.com
Ph. (402) 826-4428




AECEVED
FER 24 200

ON THE EMINENT DOMAIN CONTROVERY R ey

Until the Lincoln Journal Star ran its Sunday Special story “Eminent Domain Fight
Pits City vs. Owners,” [ knew little about the apparently fast growing practice of cities
exercising the right of eminent domain to take privately owned property from one person
or entity to deliver it to another private person or entity. Of course I knew of the
traditional right of eminent domain, 1.e., that private property may be taken for “public
use,” e.g., for roads, schools, utilities, and the like, if just compensation is provided.
Such a right has long been accepted as just and proper. But now I learn that in Lincoln
the very real threat exists that private property will be confiscated by the city to be
handed over to an 85-year-old billionaire John (. Hammons, a private developer, the
rationale being that a hotel would generate more tax revenue than can be generated from
the present established businesses.

Even as this 1s being written the Supreme Court of the United States is considering
whether this practice of involuntarily forcing one owner out to reward another private
party is lawful. I cannot imagine that the Supreme Court will permit this invidious
practice of destroying the property rights of individuals under the guise of eminent
domain to continue. If it does, no private property will be safe from government
expropriation. As attorney Scott Bullock of the Institute for Justice in arguing before the
Supreme Court said on Tuesday, “Every home, church or corner store would produce
more jobs and tax revenue if it were a Costco or a shoppimg mall.” Justice Sandra Day
(O’Conner asked, “Would it be okay for a city to replace a Motel 6 with a Ritz-Carlton if
the city felt Ritz-Carlton could pay more tax?” Good question. However, in the Lincoln
situation, as the Journal Star article points out, “...the property may already be in
Hammon’s hands by the time the Supreme Court rules later this year.”

I must confess that | do have a special interest in this matter. Sean Wieting who
operates Samuri Sam’s in the affected area was my Small Business Management student
in the fall of 1996, and an excellent student he was. He has gone on to succeed with his
business and to be a model citizen in the Lincoln community. He has frequently spoken
to UN-L business classes about the rewards and challenges of entrepreneurship, and he
has been a presenter at regional entrepreneurship conventions. So it does concern and
indeed anger me that Sean is threatened with the destruction of his business.

However, this matter of how eminent domain is used is much, much bigger than Sean
Wieting. If the right of eminent domain means that cities and other governmental entities
can gobble up private property at their whim, then no private property is safe. Asan
instructor in the Management Department, I shall have 1o change my advice to students
when we talk about business locations to include the warning that ticy siGuic oe awaie
that they might have their business seized at any time to be delivered into the hands of a
fatter cat in order that the city may gain greater tax revenues.

i should say that the views I've expressed above are my own and do not necessariiv
reflect the views of the Nebraska Center for Entrepreneurship, the Management



Department, the College of Business Administration, nor the University of Nebraska-
Lincoln in any way.

Richard Kimbrough
Crete, NE
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ADDENDUM
TO

DIRECTORS AGENDA
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 2005

MAYOR

1. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Coleen Seng will discuss the Stevens Creek
Watershed Master Plan and the proposed downtown hotel project at a news
conference at 10:00 a.m., Thursday, Feb. 24" -(See Advisory)

2. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Plan Released For Stevens Creek Watershed-(See
Release)

3. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Mayor Seng Outlines Benefits Of Hotel Project-(See
Release) :

4. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Final Workshop To Showcase Recommended Intelligent
Transportation System Projects-(See Release)

5. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Seng’s Public Schedule Weck of February 26-
March 4, 2005-Schedule subject to change-(See Advisory) ‘

- CITY CLERK - NONE

CORRESPFONDENCE

A. COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE

JON CAMP

1. E-Mail from Jenkins to Jon Camp - RE: 48 & “O” - (See E-Mail)

B. DIRECTORS AND DEPARTMENT HEADS - NONE

C. MISCELLANEOUS
1. E-mail - RE: Downtown Hotel-(See E-Mail)

2. E-mail from Jeff Lake - RE: Samauri Sams/Antelope Valley Hotel
Redevelopment - (See E-Mail)

3. E-mail - RE: Hotel Development - (See E-Mail)



~10.
11.
12.

13.

14.
15.
16.

17.

18.
19.
20.

21

E-mail from Karen Emerson - RE: Eminent Domain- {(Seec E-Mail)

E-mail from Mike, Lori, Dylan and Ali Lane - RE: Wal-Mart Proposal- (See
E-Mail)

E-mail from Tracy Rathe - RE: Wal-Mart Proposal - (See E-Mail)

E-mail from Darryll Pederson - RE: Hotel condemnationn(.See E-Mail)
E-mail from Kirk Bennett - RE: Stealing Private Property-(See E-Mail)
E-mail from Jo Ann - RE: Eminent Domain-(See E-Mail)

E-mail from G. Mason - RE: Eminent Domain -(See E-Mail)

E-mail from Keith Dubas - RE: Hotel Development -(See E-Mail)

Letter from Carol James - RE: Woods Park Master Plan-(See E-Mail)
Letter from Michael James, President, Woods Park Neighborhood Assoc. - RE:
Opposed to the addition of three tennis courts on the proposed Woods Park
Master Plan -{See Letter)

Letter from Ray Densberger - RE: The Proposed Hotel -(Seé Letter)
E-mail from David Stempson - RE: Eminent Domain-(See E-Mail)

E-mail from Jane Holt - RE: Woods Park -(Sec E-Mail)

E-mail from James Jenkins, D.D.S. - RE: The property at 48® & “O” Street -(See
E-Mail) _

E-mail from Gail Steen - RE: No Eminent Domain-(See E-Mail)
E-mail from Joseph W. Johnson, Jr. - RE: Eminent Domain-(See E-Mail)
E-mail from Susan Asher - RE: Eminent Domain-(See E-Mail)

E-mail from Beth Thacker, JAVA Citizen’s Committec - RE: Amendment to the
Antelope Valley Revitalization Plan-(See E-Mail)



22, E-mail from Gavin Koehler, Concerned Student, UNL - RE: Fairness, Samurai
- Sam’s- (See E-Mail) '

23. 18 - E-Mail’s from Pat Pena; Mark Holt; Mary Hawk; Jody Davis; Mike &
Roxanne Bischof; Rick Bell; Kathy Jackson; George Wolf: Craig Ansbach; Bill
Carter; Jose Soto;, Ward Curry; Rush Free; Carol Petersen; Stephen Boyd; Steve
Bowen; Garry Martin; Deb Kuwamoto; - RE: Woods Park Master Plan -(See
E-Mail’s)

24, 14 -E-Mail’s from Cathy Egbarts; Loraine Losser; Ryan Reinke; Lonnie Senstock;

' Jane Kinsey; Randy Musselman; Bill Byrne; Marvin Twersky; Barbara Morley;

Alisha Lamb; Amy Kobza Deutsch; Connie Bundy; Frank Sidles; Nancy
Cherrington; - RE: Hotel block/Eminent Domain/Antelope Valley - (See
E-Mail’s) ' _

25. 4 -E-Mail’s from Todd Wicken; Carol Rundquist; Susan Ringsmuth; Kent &
Connie Suhr; - RE: The proposed Wal-Mart at 84" & Adams -(See E-Mail’s)

26.  E-Mail from Carole Curry - RE: Opposition to Woods Park -(See E-Mail)

27. 2 -E-Mail’s from Ginny Wright; Patti Lynn; - RE: The Smoking Ban -(See
E-Mail’s)

28.  E-Mail from John Brown II - RE: Requests on 05R-35, Approving a resolution
directing the submission of a proposed General Obligation Bond Issue; 05R-40,
Antelope Valley Redevelopment Plan for the East Downtown Hotel; 05R-43,
Woods Park - (See E-Mail)

29. E—Maill from Peter McShane - RE: Woods Park -(See E-Mail)

30. E-Mail from Stephanie Dohner - RE: Eminent Domain -{(See E-Mail)

31. 2 -E-Mail’s from Wayne Magdanz; Pam Magdanz; - RE: Opposed to Tennis
Courts ~(See E-Mail’s) ‘

32. E-Mail from Charles Stalder - RE: Eminent Domain & Smoking-(See E-Méﬂ)
33, Letter from Maureen Honey - RE: Eminent Domain -(See Letter)

34,  6-E-Mail’s from J.C. Hancock; Dorothy Duey; Kathie Antrim; Venita Steinbauer;
Jerry Kosch; Jeanette Fangmeyer; - RE: Eminent Domain - (See E-Mail’s)

daadd022805/g
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NEWS .
‘ ADVI S ORY MAYOR COLEEN .J. SENG fincaln,ne.gov

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
555 South 10th Street, Lincoln, NE 68508, 441-7511, fax 441-7120

L
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DATE: February 23, 3005
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

Mayor Coleen J. Seng will discuss the Stevens Creek Watershed Master Plan and
the proposed downtown hotel project at a news conference at 10 a.m., Thursday,
February 24 in the lobby outside the Mayor’s Office on the second floor of the
County-City Building, 555 South 10th.

FEFTHR B
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
555 South 10th Strest, Lincoln, NE 68508, 441-7511, fax 441-7120

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: February 24, 2005
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831
Nicole Fleck-Tooze, Public Works, 441-6173

PLAN RELEASED FOR STEVENS CREEK WATERSHED
Mayor Coleen J. Seng today released a plan to guide sustainable urban growth in the Stevens
Creek Watershed east of the City. The Steven Creek Master Plan proposes long-term planning
tools and improvement projects to-address flood management, water guality and stream stability.
The plan was a joint project of the City and the Lowsr Platte South Natural Resources District
(LPSNRD) in cooperation with Lancaster County. The Stevens Creek Watershed 15 a 35-square-
mile drainage area that extends to near 162nd Street.

“T want to thank all those who spent months developing this important plan for the future of the
Stevens Creek area,” said Mayor Seng. “We know that land development can have a significant
impact on stormwater runoff as roof tops, parking lots and roads prevent rain from soaking into
the ground. ‘With a plan, we can avoid stormwater problems we have had in other parts of town.
Qur goal is to help reduce future flooding and erosion problems and maintain water quality in the
streams and lakes in the area.”

A 25-member Citizen Advisory Committes which developed the master plan met monthly
beginning in April 2004. The public process, which began last September, included input from
the Advisory Committee as well as three open houses, numerous interest group meetings, a
newsletter and z Web site.

The master plan has four major clements:

= floodplain management tools, including updated floodplain and floodway maps;

. capital improvement projects to address problem areas in the watershed;

- site-specific best management practices to offset the impact of urban development on
stream stability and water quality; and

v the creation of opportunity areas where natural features overlap the east beltway corridor,

existing or future trails, historic features and open space.

If adopted, the Stevens Creek Watershed Master Plan would bocome part of the Lincoln-
Lancaster County Comprehensive Plan. The City-County Planning Commission will bave a
public hearing on the master plan at its meeting Wednesday, March 2. The master plan also will
have hearings before the LPSNRD Board, the City Council and the County Board. The master
plan is availzble on the Public Works and Utilities - Watershed Management page on the City
Web site at lincolnne.gov. ‘
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E MAYOR COLEEN J. SENG Finealr.negav

CITY OF LINCOLN

NEBRASKA

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
555 South 10th Street, Lincoln, NE 68508, 441-751 1, fax 441-7120

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: February 24, 2005
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831
Dallas McGee, Urban Development, 441-7857

MAYOR SENG OUTLINES BENEFITS OF HOTEL PROJECT

Mayor Coleen J. Seng today said the sconomy of the City would benefit from the downtown
hotel project that is proposed for the Antelope Valley Project area. fn response to the City’s
adoption of the Antelope Valley Redevelopment Plan last fall, hotel devcloper John Q.
Hammons of Springfield, Missouri announced m December 2004 & proposal to build ap 318
‘million four-story, 150-room Residence Inn by Marrioti® on the block bounded by 17th, 18th,
“P* and "Q” streets.

“As the first major proposal for private investment in response to the Antelope Valley |
Redevelopment Plan, this hotel project would be a catalyst for the entire downtown area and
would stimulate further private revitalization efforts,” said Mayor Seng. “The hotel by itself is
expected to generate an additional $485,000 in tax revenue annually.”

The City Urban Development Department said the additional fax revenues will come from three

sources:

. $220,000 in property taxes:

° $55,000 in sales taxes; and

- $210,000 in lodging taxes.

City officials said the proj ect would have additional economic benefits: :

. The proposed $18.4 million construction project would mcrease sales tax receipts and
henefit local suppliers and construction-related businesses and trades.

. The project is expected to create 100 full-time jobs, with an estimated annual payroll of
more than $2.25 million. : .

. Using the Nebraska Depariment of Economic Development gstimate that each dollar

spent by tourists generates an additional $1.70 in loczal economic activity, spending by
- hotel guests would generate an estimated $7.4 million of local spending.

The Antelope Valley project area was declared blighted by the City Council in July 2003. In
November 2004, the Lincaln City Council approved the Antelope Valley Redevelopment Plan,
which allows the City of Lincoln to work with private investors to build new projects in the area.
Earlier this month, the Lincoln-Lancaster County Planning Commission advanced the hotel
project to the City Council.

- mR0re -



Hotel Project
February 24, 2005
Page Two

If the project is approved by the City Council, John Q. Hamrmons Hotels will submit more
detailed plans for the Residence Inn by Marriott® in response to a City request for proposals.
Other developers could submit competing proposals for the same site, and the Mayor said the
selection process will be open and competitive. Once a redevelopment agreement is negotiated
with a developer and approved by the City Council, the City’s role hkely would be to assemble
the land and assist businesses now on the block to relocate.

If the Hammons proposal is selected, he said he intends to break ground for the Residence Inn by
July 2005.
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: L EA S E MAYOR COLEEN J. SENG fineoln.ne.gov

PUBLIC WORKS AND UTILITIES DEPARTMENT .
Engineering Services, 531 Westgate Blvd., Lincaln, NE 68528, 441-771 1, fax 441-6576

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: February 25, 2005
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Virendra Singh, Engineering Services, 441-7835

FINAL WORKSHOP TO SHOWCASE RECOMMENDED
INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM PROJECTS

The final workshop on making travel in southeast Nebraska more safe, efficient and secure is set
for Z to 4:30 p.m. Thursday, March 3 at the Walt Branch Library, 6701 South 14th Street,
in Lincoln. This is the fourth workshop of the 13-county Southeast Nebraska Regional
Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) Architecture project. The draft report, developed by
key officials from all 13 cotmties, will be presented. _

“We have all contributed to the regional architecture that exists today,” said Virendra Singh,
Project Manager in the City Public Works and Utilities Department. “From this point, that
architecterre is dynamic and will be modified to reflect the ongoing needs of the region. Those
who helped developed the plan will remain involved as advocates to support the implementation
of IT3 projects through collaboration and cooperation.” Participants in the previous workshops
have included transportation and school officials, office holders, law enforcement personnel and
emeErgency services providers. '

Singh said the presentation of the report will include discussion of the transportation needs in
Southeast Nebraska, the ITS services addressing those needs and ahout 40 specific projects to
implement the identified ITS services. He said the next step in the process is to have those
involved incorporate the report into their agency’s documents, which may include
comprehensive plans, transportation improvement programs, capital improvement programs and
plans addressing facilities, operations and emergency services.

The City of Lincoln is the lead agency for the project, which also is sponsored by the Federal
Highway Administration, the Nebraska Department of Roads and Lancaster County. The ather
counties involved in the project are Builer, Cass, (ege, Jefferson, Johnson, Nemaha, Otoe,
Pawnee, Richardson, Saline, Saunders and Seward. For more information, see the City Web site
at lincoln.ne.gov (keyword: ITS) or contact Virendra Singh at 441-7835.
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NEBRASKA

Date: February 25, 2005 :
Contact: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

Mayor Seng’s Public Schedule
Week of February 26 - March 4, 2005

Schedule subject to change

Saturday, February 26

s Funeral for Katherine Ackerson “Pat” Foote - 2 p.m., First Plymouth Congregational
Church, 2000 “D” Street

. Patniot’s Dinner - 7 p.m., Comhusker Hotel, 333 South 13th Street

Sunday, February 27

*  Dash for Disabilities opening ceremonies, proclamation and rsrnarks 12:30 pm,,
Nebraska Wesieyan University Knight Field Houss, 53rd and Huntington strects

» “Night with Oscar” Make-a-Wish fuud»ralser remarks - 7 p.m., Rococo Theatre, 140
North 13th Street

Monday, February 28

- Retirement reception for Lincoln Pchce Ofﬁcer Dave Thurber - 2 p.m., Lincaln Police

- Department, 575 South 10th Street

Tuesday, March 1

= Thank You Teacher Breakfast, welcome - 7:30 a.m., Gﬂv;:mor’s Residence, 1425 “H”
Street
. Chamber of Commerce reception for Richard Bjorkland - 4:30 p.m., Chamber of

Commerce, 1135 “M” Streat

Wednesday, March 2
. Read Across America - 11:20 am., Hartley Elementary, 730 North 33rd Street

a Lincoln Indspendent Business Association 25th Anniversary cslebration, proclamation -
7 p.m., Comhusker Hotel, 333 South 13th Street
’ Preservatmn Alliance of Lincoln annual meeting, awards presentation - § p.m., Old City

Hali, 920 “0” Street

Thursday, March 3

s Lincoln Chamber of Commerce State Forum lunch - noon, Governor’s Residence, 1425
“H" Street

* - Women’s History Month speech - 3 p.m., Southeast Community Coliege room G1, 84th
and "0 sireets

» Leadership Lincoln Executive Series, remarks - 6 p.m., cafeteria, State Capitol

Friday, March 4

- Mayor’s Community Conscience Award - 7:30 am., Embassy Suites, 1040 “P” Street



CAMPJON@aol.com To: iflenkins@unmc.edu

. ce: jfram@icoc.com, jray@ci.linceln.ne.us {City Council)
02/25/2005 06:04 PM Subject: Re: 48th and "0"

Dr. Jenkins:

Thank you for vour thoughts on a new location for the Community Flayhouse.
This needs further consideration, especizlly in view of property taxation
issues. Since the City has just purchased scme properties for £3.8 million,
absent 3 significant doncr, I am not sure how the economics of the land
acquisicion would occur, let alone congtruction of new facilities.

Please understand that I am nof against the Community Plavhouse. . . I
patreonize it often. . .but the citizens of Lincoln need Lo indicate their
priorities.

One surefire way Lo expand our communitiy programs, like the Playvhouse, is to
continue to grow our economic base and job opportunities so that we have a
larger pool of both donor-sponscors for these charitable crganizations, as well
ag a larger pool of citizens who will patronize and support such activities.

Again, thank you for vyour thoughtfulness.
Jon

Jon Camp

Lincoin City Council

City Council Office: 441-8793

Constituent representative: Darrell Podany



Joan V Ray : To: CouncilPacketNotes@Notes

cc:
02/24/05 03:50 PM Subject: Downtown Hotel .

ded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/24/2008 G3:52 PM e

“Husker Fan" To: council@cilincoln.ne.us
<gohuskersgo@hotma cer
il.com> Subject: Downtown Hotel

02/24/2005 01:55 PM

Hi,

Ls a Lincoln resident I have heard that the City 1s planning on adding a
hotel develcopment to the downtown area. I also heard that the methed the
City is using to take over this property is simply not lawful. Now I am not
privy to all the information surrounding this issue, but I have heard some
rumers. One, which is probably not true, but has been floating around, is
that the City will be paving current business owners $10,000 plus a moving
truck in order to offset the moving costs. I can't imagine this is true as
it is completely absurd to even offer such a minuet amount of money - it's
not even close to the property value! Anyway, with limited access to all of
the information on this issue T do have my cpinions on the situation. I try
to analyze everything as subjectively as possible. Now I'm sure the $10K is
an under-exaggeration of the truth as that isg very low, but I do have the
feeling that some of the Eminent Domain Laws are being ignored, 1f not
broken. Please let me know what you will do to either stop this or to
guarantee that local business owners will in fact get what is fairly dus to
them.

I look forward to your guick response.

xpress yourself instantly with MSN Mesgsenger! Download today - 1tfs FRER!
http://messenger . msn.click-url.com/go/onmd0200471ave/direct/ 01/

[

----- Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on G2/24/2005 0352 PM v

"Jeff Lake" To: <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>

<rji@kirkham.com> ce:

02/24/2005 02:13 PM Subject: Samauri Sams / Antelope Valley Holel Re-Development

Members of the Council-

My name ig Jeff Lake, and I am a long time friend and former team-mate
of Sean Wieting, owner of Samauri Sams lccated near 17th & P Street. I
am alsc a licensed Professional Engineer and work primarily in land
development. Some of my expertise resides 1n re-development projects,
lncluding deeming ground "blighted and sub-standard", tax-increment
financing, and the power of eminent domain.

T understand the City (Urban Development, Planning Dept. etc.} has been



very vague regarding the relocation settlement for the exigting
landowners and tenants within the boundaries of the proposed hotel

re-development. The number I have been hearing is a cap of $10,000, but
the City has been very indirect as to what the settlement offer actualily
is. I have heard that they have stated 1t is too early to determins an

actual value and settlement. There apparently has been some discussion
regarding relocation cost, but specifics have not really been answered.
It does not appear to me that the City is willing to work with the
Owners to come to a reascnable settlement. Condemnation seems to be
eminent, which usually doesn't work out for anybody, either in time or
in financial considerations.

Furthermore, I have been involved in an B0-acre commercial
re-development in Omaha, NE, where the site was deemed "blighted and
substandard” by the City Council. This re-develcopment affected a
prominent Omaha developer, resgulting in an ugly law suit of the City by
the opposition. The District Judge handling this suit ruled that the
City did not fcollow proper procedures when blighting this area. He
ruled the residents and land-owners within a few hundred feet of the
propesed development, plus all taxing authorities such as the School
District, Natural Eesource Disgtriet, ete., must be notified by certified
mail in lieu of standard postal delivery alone, as there is no proof of
the notification without the certified mail. The result: the project
had teo start all over again, going to Planning Beard and City Council,
causing approximately a l-vear delay. Point being, the ity needs to be
very careful in blighting an area for re-development, egpecially when
there 1s strong opposition against the project. In addition, I am not
aware of the City holding any public meerings to explaln the project to
the affected parties. I know Samauri Sams had to call in a faver from
Congressman Tom Osborne to get a meeting with the Mayorxr to hear what is
really going on. That just shouldn’t have to happen.

In summary, it appears to me that there are a lot of unknowns with this
project that should be answered before the City Council deems this ares
"blighted and substandard®. I am certainly a proponent of
re-development; it is wmy livelihood, but I do think the decision should
be well planned and carefully implemented. T ask that the City Council
lay this project over until all of the homework is done, such as
reaching an agreement with displaced land-ownersg and tenants, making
sure all notificaticns are completed property, and being assured the
project is planned in accordance with all Nebraska Community Development

laws and regulations. Once vyou clear the path for the City to use the
power of Eminent Domain, I feel it will be difficult to stop the
"Steamroller" from running over everything in its path. Thank vou for

veou attenticon and time in this contentiocus situation.

R. Jeffervy Lake, P.E.

411 South 13th, Sulte 101
P.O. Box B3328

Linceln, WE 68501-3328
402.598.2612

----- Forwarded by Joan V Ray/MNotes on 02/24/2005 03:52 PM ween

pnovak@southeast.ed To: oped@journalstar.com, council@cilincoln.ne.us
u olo
02/24/7005 0243 PM Subject: Hammonds Development




I am very much against the development of the new hotel as proposed by
Hammonds. It just seems that there are several other locations that might
serve the same purpose, and generate the same tax dollars projected without
disrupting existing businesses and the owners that have spent a good deal
of time and money to develop those businesses. To me this appears to be an
enticement, that will NOT merit all that it ig said to in the end.

-~ Forwarded by doan V Ray/Notes on 02/24/2005 03:52 PM —--

KEmerson@southeast. To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us

edu CC:
02/24/2005 03-45 PM Subject: Eminent Dorain and the proposed Hammonds Project

Dear Mayor Seng and Council Members,

I just want to let you know that | am opposed fo the city using its power of eminent domain for this project.
Even if the city feels the project would be beneficial, this power should not be used to assist private
developers such as Mr. Hammonds. The process should be reserved for public projects. Taking the
property in this way will not adequately compensate the small businesses involved who will be forced to
suffer relocation expenses and downtime losses. Specifically, Samarai Sam's, because of its position as
a lessee, will be forced to close its doors forever. Mr. Hammonds should be forced to negetliate a fair

deal with the property owners and lessees directly, as a private business deal should be done.

Thank you.

Karen L. Emerson



Joan V Ray To: CouncifPacket/Notes@Notes

: ce:
02/24/05 03:51 PM Subject: Wal-Mart Proposal

—--- Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/24/20058 03:54 PM e
"Michael Lane" To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
<mlaneus@earthlink.n ce:
et> Subject: Wal-Mart Proposal

02/24/2005 03:24 PM
Please respond to
mlaneus

February 24, 2003

[ am writing 1o veice my concerns about the proposed Wal-Mart cite at B4th and Adums, 1 {eel the location does not

£ with the cxsting development in the frmediste area. Several housing developments and Fanh Lutheran church and
school will be negatively impacted by the waffic flow, litter, noise and amount of activity a super Wal- Mart will create. The
oncer 300 children that attend Faith Schoot and Pre-schoo! will be impacted by the security and safety concems connected
with the eperation of 2 business open 24/7 and sethng alcohol, obacco and fire arms.

Please consider the impact on the neighbors and neighborhood. A better choice might be farther north where land has

nol been developed vet,

Thunk You

The Lane fanuiy,

Mike, Lorl, Dylan ond AlD Lane
Michael Lane

- mlaneusteearthiink ae
- FarthLink: It's vour Internet.

mmmmm Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on G2/24/2005 03:54 PM -

Tracy Rathe To: campjon@aoc!.com, ameroy@eilincoln.ne us, council@ai lincoln.ne.us,
<tracyrathe@yahoo.co plan@lincoln.ne.gov, pnewman@ci.lincoln.ne.us,
m> twerner@eci.lincoln.ne.us, jcamp@cilincoln.ne.us,

ksvoboda@eilincoln.ne.us, gfriendt@@ci incoln.ne.us,

02/24/2005 03:28 PM jcook@cilincoln.ne.us, mkrout@linceln.ne.gov

cC
Subiect: WalMart proposal

Members of the City Counci! and Planning Commission,

I have two children, ages two and four, that attend Touching Hearts Early Childhood Center at
Faith Lutheran School.

1 am writing to you to express my concern over the possible construction of a WalMart Super
Center west of Faith. My main concerns include traffic congestion near the intersection and on
Adams Street leading to a safety risk for students, as well as unwanted traffic through the school
parking lots.

Thank you for considering my concerns when making your decisions about the 1ssue,



Tracy Rathe
{402) 464-7822

Do You Yahoo!?
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around
http://mail.yahoo.com



Joan V Ray To: CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

cc: :
02/25/05 62:45 AM Subject: Re: Hotel condemnation

~~~~~ Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/25/2005 02:48 AM -

Joan V Ray To: Darryll Pederson <dpedersonbz7@yahoo.com>

02/25/2005 09:39 AM e =
Subject: Re: Hotel condemnation|E

-

Cear Mr. Pederson: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Councit Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-8533

a-mail; jray@cilincoln.ne.us

Carryll Pederson <dpederson527@yahoo.com>

Darryll Pederson To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
<dpederson527@yaho oo
o.conw> Subiect: Hotel condemnation

02/24/2005 08:13 PM

Linceoln City Council and Mayor
02/24/05

Greetings:

This emall represents a notice to vou ag a group and
individually that citizens of Lincoln are listening
and talking about the taking of private property for a
heotel. Last Sunday after church, our couples group
went out to lunch as usual. We represent all walks of
life in Linceoln, and the topic of discussion was the
taking of private property. For once, the
Republicans, Democrats, and Independents in ocur group
were 1n full agreement. We found no reason that if
someone wants to build a hotel that the city should
get involved. If the owners of the property want to
sell to the developer, sco ke it. 1If they don't want
to sell, the developer could offer a higher price or
lock elsewhere. People at both my workplace and my
wife’'s workplace were alsc unanimous in opposing city
involvement in this issue.

Evervone 18 watching what the mavor and council will

do. If you approve this taking by condemnation vou
can be sure that this issue will be remembered the
next time there is an election. OCne phrase used in

cur digcussions is “The Antelope Creek Massacre of the



Natives.” To us it intervention by the city
repregents a government running amok.

Antelope Creek is already a tremendous sore spot
with the Lincoln citizen. We were not allowed to vote
on it, there have been more than a few cases of heavy
handed action, and because the “expected” funding is
not coming from outside, basic city coperations are
suffering. You shouldn’t have to call meetings to
find out why bond issues are failing.

There ig a well known saying- “When yvou find you
are digging yourself into a hole the first thing yvou
should do is stop digging.” This would be a good time
to stop digging. The citizens of Lincoln will be
watching to see who keeps on digging and who stops.

Darryll and Theresa Pederson, 527 Rockhurs:t Dr.,
Lincoln, NE &8510- dpederson527@yahco.com

Do you Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Mail - Find what vou need with new enhanced gearch.
http://info.mail.yahoo.com/mail 250

~~~~~ Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/25/2005 09:48 AN -

Joan V Ray To: "Kirk Benneft" <nstbent@inebraska.com>

02/25/2005 09:41 AM e o
Subject: Rea: Stealing Private Prspertij

Dear K.A. Bennett: Your message has been recelved in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration.  Thank you for your input en this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Gffice

555 South 1Gth Street

Lincoin, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441.6533

e-mail: jray@cilincoln.ne.us

"Kirk Bennett" <netbent@inebraska.com>

"Kirk Bennett” To: "Dave O" <daccof@yahco.com>, <council@cilincoln.ne.us>
<nethent@inebraska.c cC:
om> Subject: Stealing Private Property

(2/25/2005 12:03 AM

My Dear City Council,



<?xml:namespace prefix = o ns = "urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:office” />
It 1s wrong to take property from one citizen and give it to another.

It is wrong to take from the poor and give to the rich.
It is wrong to take property from small business and give to BIG Business,

It is wrong to support an out of town, greedy sum bag, who cares nothing about our community,
over people who live here and care very much.

It is wrong to subvert The Constitution by acting quickly in advance of a Supreme Court decision
on the rightful use of Eminent Domain.

It is wrong to be greedy for “expected” tax revenues while ruining the lives of good citizens who
are delivering real receipts in an honest and legal way.

[t i1s wrong to care nothing about the real jobs lost which this plan will replace with minimum
wage-revolving door-immigrant exploitation jobs.

[f you are for this action, then it is wrong that you are responsible for doing the right thing for the
citizens of Lincoln, ...but, sadly, we are used to that. This onc wonders how long you can trade
favors for favors. This one wonders how long before the rest of the voting population looks upon
everything you do as suspect, as [ do.

Do the right thing!!! If for no other reason than that it’s the right thing to do. Be good for
goodness sake. Is that a [ame appeal to make to you people who have, in the past, befrayed our
best interests, our constitutional rights, our belief in Capitalism, and our want and need for the
freedom of individual choice, so many times?

I hope not.

Do the right thing!

Don’t take The American Dream away from these local small business people in favor of this out
of state billionaire who cares nothing about this town except how he can cxploit it, in the tried

and true methods he has developed in his long life, which hopefully, will scon come to an end.

Do the right thing! Support Lincoln business, not big money corporate rape which will only
leave Lincoln poorer in the long term. For once, DO THE RIGHT THING !

K.A Bennett

3728 W St
Lincoln NE 68503-2742

----- Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Nates on 02/25/2005 06:49 AM -



Joan V Ray To: "Jo Ann" <jfrazell@alltel.net>

02/25/2005 09:42 AM e , -
Subject: Re: Eminent Domain#

Dear Jo Ann. Your message has been received in the Council Office and wili be forwarded to the Councll
Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mail. jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

"Jo Ann" <jfrazeii@alltel net>

"Jo Ann" To: <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
<jfrazelli@alltel.net> Ge:

02/25/2005 12:37 AM Subject: Eminent Domain

The City of Linceln should not get involved with buying property for resale o private parties. John Q.
Hammonds should buy preperty on his own and pay fair market value to property owners and businesses
located on the blocks he desires to purchase. This practice is very unfair to property and business owners
and is an abuse of eminent domain for private use. How can property be considered blighted when it has
profitable and attractive businesses in operation? Eminent domain needs to be exercised very judiciously
with greater consideration for the citizens of Lincoln--especially business and property owners directly
affected. They should not have to suffer financial losses due to eminent domain. 1t is not the American
way--nor should it be the Linceln way!

Having been acutely aware of the recent exercise of eminent domain involving the purchase of the
property north of the City-County building for the new parking garage, | have never understood how it was
fair for White Electric and Clover Auto fo receive over $1 million each, but the cwner of the property
housing Rent-A-Wreck and Bone Appetit, nearly 1/4 of a block, received considerably less than 1/2
million. Granied his property was slightly less square footage than the other two mentioned, but it was not
half the size of the otherst He had put considerable work into making both of those buildings more
attractive and put fo good use, as they had previously been unoccupied for secme time. [t seems that the
rich and influential get paid more and the little quy gets cheated! That was a very unequitable purchase by
the city.

On another matter, | am very concerned sbout the 20- o 25-year development plan for the city. | have not
yet seen any of the plans put info any kind of priority order and with consideration of funds available to
purchase property. It appears that there is a grandiose plan without consideration to those projects which
could bring profits to the city, such as a new arena center. | am also concerned that plans to purchase the
land where the current post office is wili be very costly and put huge amounts of fraffic and parking needs
into one small arez of the city. What if there are events at the Devaney Cenier, the Lied Center, the
ballpark, and the football stadium at the same time, not to mention the new Grand Theaire, etc.? [t could
happen, and where will all of the cars park? How will the traffic flow in a timely fashion and with public
safety in mind with several events located in a relatively small area at cnce? There were recent concerns
aired about pedestrian safety in the downtown area. How are those concerns addressed with the plan? |
do not understand the importance to locate an arena near the University. 1 doss not make sense to me
when you consider parking, traffic flow, and public safety when there is already congestion in that area.



————— Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/25/2005 00:48 AM —~---

Joan V Ray Te: GMason@southeast.edu

02/25/2005 09:43 AM ce ) e
Subject: Re: Eminent Domain[

Dear G.Mason: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded o the
Council Members for their consideration.  Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Councii Office

555 South 10th Street

Lingoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@cilincoin.ne.us

GMason@southeast.edu

GMason@southeast.ed To: oped@journalstar.com, council@ci lincoln.ne us
u cet

02/25/2005 08:22 AM Subject: Eminent Domain

Please do not abuse your power of eminent domain. The last time I checked,
eminent domain meant for PUBLIC use----- not a private hotel.

Here are scome opticns:
1. Build the hotel at 48 & O. That land isn't being used.

2. If a hotel is built, there should be residuals from the hotel profits
to the business owners that are being run out.

----- Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/25/2005 08:48 AM -

Joan V Ray To: "Keith DBubas" <kwdubas@navix.net>

02/2512005 09:44 AM L .
Subject: Re: Hotel Deve%opmentﬁ

Dear Mr. Dubas: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Councit Members for their consideration.  Thank you for your input on this issue.



Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

585 South 10th Sireet
Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phcne: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533
e-mail: jrayi@ci.linceln.ne.us

"Keith Dubas” <KD51303@navix.net>

"Keith Dubas” To: <councii@cilincoln.ne.us>
<KD51303@navix.net> e ey
02/25/2005 09:14 AM Subject: Hotel Deveiopment

Flease respond 1o "Keith
Dubas”

Dear Councit Members:

While I'm a supporter of the Antelope Valley Project, | am very troubled by the possible acquisition of
private property by the City through the use of eminent domain to turn the land over to a private developer:
regardless of the additional taxes that might be generated by a new hotel. {I'm aware of the current court
case before the Supreme Court). The current property owners of the block in question operate viable
businesses and have use for these properties. Any negotiations for sale on properties that are not derelict
should take place directly between owner and potential buyer. If this property was abandoned property or
an eyesore than the use of eminent domain might be appropriate, but it is not in this particular instance.

Please consider my commentis as you weigh this issue, as | believe it will set 2 precedent and serve as a
threat to local, current property owners: a warning that your property can be acquired over your objections
even if you are operating within your legal rights.

Yours fruly,

Keith Dubas



5

City Council Members:

1 am enclosing a letter that was submitied o the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board. 1am doing this
to give you a little background about the Woods Park Master Plan Committee. | was one of several people
that participated in that process. I was pleased for the opportunity. At the end of the last meeting [ asked,
“What was the point of this process?” The proposed master plan is not the recommmendation of the people
that were on the Comenittee. That is why we asked that it be taken to City Council for hearing.

[ hope that you understand that this is not an attack on the game of tennis, or on the Wood’s Tenmnis
Club. Ithink it is a fine game, and I am sure that many wonderful people belong to this club. 1t is not that
we dislike sports or athletics. This is about preserving what is left of the green space in this much beloved
park. [ would ask that vou drive down O Street this weekend. Look at the construction zone of the Health
Dept. expansion. Please try to remember the green vista that was in this space. T thank you for your
consideration.

Sincerely,




* February 3, 2005

i
e 4

Members of Parks and Recreation Advisory Board:

Just to provide some background on the Woods Park Master Planning Committee.
In the summer of 2004, the Parks and Recreation Department initiated a review and
update of the Master Plan for Woods Park, with the encouragement of members of the
Parks Committee. ( This is a sub-committee of the Woods Park Neighborhood
Association). We were pleased to participate.

July 15, 2004- The date the general public meeting was held. Everyone in
attendance was invited to participate on a committee to work on the Woods Park Master
Plan. Many in attendance, including most members of our Parks Committee, signed up to
be part of The Master Plan Commitiee.

August 12, 2004- The Woods Park Master Planning Committee met for the first
time. J.J. Yost was leading the group discussion. He asked the group what they thought
about the tennis courts? Were they needed? This was in reference to the plan that shows
an additional three courts at the Southern end of the tennis facility. There was agreement
from all present that they should be left off the plan. There was not anyone at this
meeting that spoke in favor the tennis courts being left on the plan.

September 9, 2004- The Woods Park Master Planning Committee met for the
second time. There was a large map displayed that did not include the three tennis courts.
We were told that the Parks Department would “tweak™ the plan and present it to The
Parks and Recreation Advisory Board. A few members of the planning committee asked
that another meeting be held so that we might see the plan.

October 14, 2004- The Woods Park Master Planning Committee met for the third
time. Many of us were very surprised and dismayed by the new Master Plan map. It had
the previously removed tennis courts back on the plan. This was an entirely different
plan. We were told that if we did not endorse this plan it would be necessary that it go to
City Council. We did not approve this plan. We told them that they would have to take it
to City Council. T would like you to know that this Master Planning Committee included
not only Woods Park Neighborhood Association board members, but also representatives
from the Witherbee Neighborhood Association and other members of the community.
Members of the Woods Tennis Association were also at this meeting. They said that they
see a need, someday, for additional courts for regional fournaments. There are other
improved surface courts in Lincoln that could be used. We feel they should pursue this.

It has been suggested that a better use of this space might be a few picnic tables
that could be used by everyone, including families of tennis players when they visit

Woods Park. We are very interested in keeping the park a natural and green space.

Residents of the community around Woods Park feel that they are denied free



" access to much of this public park. During the last few years the rose garden was
removed. The picnic shelter was demolished and not replaced. Wesleyan ball field built
and locked up from use by the public. Land was taken for the Health Department
expansion. Since 1992, when the last Master plan was approved by City Council, we
have been fenced out or denied free access to a large part of this park,

Woods Park is a Community Park. These parks are to serve residents withina
two mile radius in the city. This is based on the City/County Comprehensive Plan. The
community around the park has said they do not wish these courts to be included in the
Master Plan.

Thank you for consideration.

Respectfully,

Ce:

Lynn Johnson, Director Parks and Recreation Department
Fred Freytag, President Witherbee Neighborhood Association
City Council Members




February 24, 2002
Members of the City Council,

The Woods Park Neighborhood Association is opposed 1o 1he addition of three fennis courts on the
proposed Woods Park Master Plan.

Woods Park (s a conerunity park, designed to serve a two mile radine of the commamity, This is
cleatly stated in the Lincoln-Lancaster comprehensive plan, opdated 2002, and passed by City Council.

Fifteer: tennis cowts are already located al Woods Park. Large white bubbiles are erected over six
of the tennis cours.  There is an extremely large swimming compley next to the termis clusiors. The ball
dizmond was enlarged and loused o Weslyan University, 1t is no lonper available for resident’s use. A
lerge section of kand has been lost to carrent Lincoln-Lascaster Health Department expansion.

While the proposed master plan for Woods Park reserves a section of tand for three new tepnis
courts to be constrocied when funds are available. If this plan 15 approved. ¥ assures that one day this
deveiopment will happen. The overwhelming desive of this neighborhood snd community is for this space
s b kept green and maturel. Some have suggested & pienic table or two.

The Tennis Association has stated that the desize for three additional tennis courts is primarily for
towrpaments, There are sufficiont tenmis cowrts located throughout the clty 1o allow lovmaments, Many
tournaments are held with play taking place at more than one location. Taking additional green space away
from Weoods Park just for the coavenience of being able to play in one centrally located areais not a
justification for paving over more of Woods Park

Park tand in urbam core ¢ity is a very valvable resoures. We are very converned about the loss of
nafural groen pask spece that is being paved over in Woods Park. The Woods Park Neighborbood
Assoriation asks thet the three additional tennis cowrts be removed from the Woods Park Master Plan.

Respectfally,

© bichae! James, Pesident
Woods Park Neighborhiood Assoc

South from "0 Street to Capitol Par
Eastirom 2410 to 33rd Street
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Joan V Ray To: CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

' o
&8 0212505 01:21 PM Subject: Intertinc: Feedback

- Forwarded by Joan V Ray/MNoles on 02/28/2005 01:24 PM -

Diane K Gonzolas To: Joan V Ray/Notes@Notes, mayor@lincoin.ne.gov

. cC:
U2/25/2005 1124 AM Subject: interLinc: Feadback

----- Forwarded by Diang K Gonzolas/Notes on 02/25/05 1128 AM e

_ Heather M Bennett To: Diang K Gonzolas/Notes@Notes

i . cC:
; 02/25/05 11:23 AM Subject: InterLinc: Feedback

Heather
402 441 8602

~~~~~ Forwarded by Heather M Bennett/Notes on 02/25/2005 11:26 AM -

DO NOT REPLY to this- To: Web Assistant <webhelp@lincoln.ne.gov>
Interlinc cCl

<none@lincoln.ne.gov  Subject: InterLinc: Feedback

>

02/25/2005 11:11 AM

Interliinc: Feedback

MName: david stempson
addr: 235 plazza terrace
Location: Lincoln, NE

Phone: 4895-7997

Fax:

Email:

Comments:

Em Domain should be used solely for govt projects and not for the govt to take
and then give to private concerns. The ownership of private property should
take precedence over tax revenue. The Constitution must be strictly
interpreted and, 1f not, this kind of taking {Hotel/private ownership)violates
the very core of ocur Republic. Please stop this vicolation now and in the
future.



Joan V Ray To: CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

f}g _ eloy
: % 02/25/05 01:22 P Subject: Woods Park

arded by Joan V Ray/Noles on 02/25/2005 01,26 PM -

B0 NOT REPLY 1o this- To: General Council <council@fincoln.ne.gov>
InterLinc co:

<ncne@lincoln.ne.gov  Subject: Interlinc: Council Feedback

b

02/25/200501:24 PM

Interbinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council

Name : Jane Holt

Address: 3448 Woods Ave

City: Lincoln, Nebraska €83%10
Phone: 477-7467

Fax:

Email: Jholtalps.org

Comment or Question:

Dear Council Members,

For the past 25 vears, 1'wve had the pleasure c¢f calling some of Lincoln's
clder neighborhoods "home." ©On Monday, I'd like vou to to cast a vote for the
Woods Park neighborhood by removing the three proposed fennis courts from the
Magter Plan. Pregerving community green space in the city's core is good
public policy. The park has already made room for plenty of athletic
facilities as well as an expanded Health Department. Now ift's time to
preserve the rest of it for the people. Thank you for vyour censideration.
Jane Holt



,f? Joan V Ray To: CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes
oy _ ce:
fﬁ%“ﬁi@fﬁ 02/25/05 01:25 PM Subject: 48th and "O"

arded by Joan V Rey/Notes on 02/25/2008 01:28 P -

Hienkins@unmec.edu To: Fram@lcoc.com, campjon@acl.com, council@cilinceln.ne.us

. ) ce:
02/25/2005 11:47 AM Subject: 48th and "O"

Dear Lincoln Leadership:

Just a guick e-mail to put in my two cents worth regarding the property at
4gth and "0" that everyone is talking about.

1f vou folks still have discussions about this, my idea was to use the area
for a new location for the Lincoln Community Plavhouse. I have no
connections with them, bubt I have grown up in Lincoln. If it cculd be
worked out, a new state-of-the-art attractive building with theatrical
stage and auditorium, coffices, parking, etc. would be a nice welcome
addition to that now-blighted area, perhaps on the SE section of that land.
Hopefully, the Plavhouse would also buy into this idea, selling their
current leocation on Léth Street in favor of a larger, beautiful building in
a more centralized area to further enhance and promote excellent
productions in Lincoln, something T'm sure our community would ewbrace. T
have a feeling the gitizens of Lincoln would overwhelmingly support the
Plavhouse and this potentially wonderful addition fto our city, to enhance
our cultural, artistic, and entertainment options.

T am reminded of the very nice facilities the Omaha Plavhcouse enjoys that
we could have here and I am confident Lincoln ig ready for and would

sustaln a new Lincoln Community Playvhouse at the 48th and "0" location,

Thank vou, and [ appreciate the work you folks do for our fine city.

Sincerely,

James Jenkilins, D.D.S.

Dy. James Jenkins
Dept. of Adult Restorative Dentistry
472-4099



Joan V Ray To: CouncilPacke¥Notes@Notes
CCl
02/25/05 01:29 PM Subject: Eminent Domain

~~~~~ Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/25/2008 0133 PM e

CConnors@southeast. To: council@cilincoln.ne.us
edu (won

02/25/2005 12:45 PM Subject: Emingnt Domain

I would like to voice my opinion that using eminent domain as an excuse to obtain developed private
nroperty to sell or give to a private developer for personal profit is an abuse of power. i is especially
wrong when the final proiect will not necessarily benefit the majority of citizens. Too often a law or right
that was developed with the objective of helping the general public is used by a small group of people for
its own gain. | do not see how that can possibly be a part of the democratic process that is suppose to

guide our local government.
- Forwarded by Joan V Hay/Notes on 02/25/2005 01:.32 PM -

"Kent and Gall Steen” To: <mayor@@cilincoin.ne.us>, <councii@ci lincoln.ne.us>
<steen@neb.rr.com> cc:
02/25/2005 01-18 Pt Subject: no emminent domain

Please respond to steen

T am writing to strongly urge the council not to use its emminent domain
powers for the advancement of any private business, regardless of any

percelved benefit to the city. Emminent domain is properly used to assist
the citv in acguiring land for the city. It is innappropriate and unethical
to use it to assist one big business at the cost of ancther, smaller
business. If Marriott wantg to build here, let them buy the land at an arms
length negotiaticn, not as a sweetheart deal with the city. It is
ridiculous of the city to consider destroying small businesses in the hopes
a larger company wight fulfill its musings of "wouldn't it be nice®". The

city needs to learn from its own history that not all developers fulfill
vaguely worded hints of development, and the city should not take property
from existing businesses to lure someone elge in.

Thank vou for voting NO on emnminent domain.
Gail Steen

3636 L Street
Lincoln



Joan V Ray To: CouncilPackel/Nofes@Notes

ce:
02/25/05 03:37 PM Subject: FW: Eminent Domain

ed by Joan  Ray/Notes on 02/25/2005 61:40 PM wees

"Jobhn Schmitz" To: council@cilincoln.ne.us
<heyriders@hotmail.co ce: jwijr@concentric.net
m> Subject: FW: Eminent Domain

02/25/2005 01:38 PM

ITAGREE WHOLEHEARTEDLY WITH MR. JOHNSON AND LEAVE FURTEHER
COMMNENTS AT THE END.

>To: council@ei.lincoln.neus >Subject: BEminent Domain

>Date: Tue, 22 Feb 2005 01:31:54 -0600

>

>Members of the Council:

=

=>[ appeal to you, at this eleventh hour, to reconsider the path you
>and the mayor are following, namely, using the power of government
>to transfer property ownership from one private individual to
=another.

>

=>Before you on the 28th is the decision to subordinate the best
>interests of mdividual Lincolin citizens and property owners to the
>financiat ambitions of an octogenarian, who is not a Lincoln
>citizen, to allow city government to enter the real estate business

>on a wholly one-sided basis instead of requiring the outsider who
=covets particular properties to negotiate, successtully or
=unsuccessfully, the purchase of real estate.

>

>Consider the context in which you must reach a decision. The United
=States Supreme Court is now contemplating whether your power is or
>1s not imited by the 5th Amendment to the Constitutive. Obviously,
>the Court 1s not looking specifically at the Lincoln City Council,
>our mayor or bureaucrats in Lincoln government. But the Court's
=>decision will directly affect Lincoln -- and vou.

-

=] realize that some among vou will feel that you must act quickly
>just in case the Court rules against what John Stossel of
>television's 20/20 terms "The Conceit of the Anointed.” Stossel
>refers to elected officials like you, most of whom consider



>themselves smarter and wiser and more visionary than ordinary
=eitizens -- and property owners -- because you somehow were elected
>to public office (OK, you raised enough money fo get yourselves
>elected and made behind the scenes deals to get the support of
left-wing or right-wing godfathers/mothers who could deliver the
>votes). But that's fair and it's the American Way, nght? You have
>heen anointed and now know better what is hest for Lincoln than all
>Lincoln citizens -- or most Lincoln citizens.

=

=] appeal to you for faimess. Shake off the anointment -- the
=>¢lected representatives of the "people” -- and consider simple
>faimess, not o mention the 5th Amendment.

=

>0On the 28th, you should care not about your perception of "public
>use” as equal to "public good" but to what is fair and responsible
=as elected public officials. At the very least, you should defer a
>decision to support the out-of-town billionaire (He did not vote for
>any of you, right? And he didn't contribute to any of vour election
=campaigns, right?) until the United States Supreme Court 1ssues its
>ruling.

=

>Be cautious, ladies and gentlemen. 1-- and so many others -- will
>he watching your votes on this issue very carefully. Over three
>hundred Lincoln ¢itizens on my mailing list will receive copies of
>this letter to you. If you sacrifice Lincoln property owners to the
>Interests of some "expert" from out of town, it will be remembered
=and you will be rewarded. 1 am sure ofit. It will be like a chain
>fetter -- and they are annoying, aren't they?

>

>This 1s not a threat but an appeal. Your billionaire from
>put-of-town, as Ms. Winter of the Lincoln Journal Star wrote so
>effectively in the Sunday edition. is perfectly willing to take his
»money to some other town of Lincoln's size, and invest it there. He
>does not care where he makes money -- just that he makes money. He
>could care less about Lincoln. He just wants money. And he wants
>you to make it happen, dangling the promise that the taxes he will
>pay will be greater than the taxes Lincoln residents’ pay. It seems
>to me that vour obligation 1s to Lincoin residents and property
=owners, not to some guy who enriched himsetf by buying the Embassy
>Suites property for a fraction and found a community with a clueless
=mayor and City Council stupid enough to let him get away with 1t!
>(Your predecessors -- except for former Council member Seng!)

>

>Anyway, be thoughtful -- not anointed. Act for Lincoln citizens and
>property owners, Not some grand scheme that may never happen.



>This guy watched Lincoln botch Block 35 and then facilitate The
>Grand -- and soon, Antelope Valley., He's shrewd -- and you and the _
>mavor are being screwed. And we taxpayers are, too. Thanks so much
>for representing the expert from out of town and not the citizens

>who elected you!

s

=>Joseph W. Johnson, Jr.

=2800 Woods Boulevard, No. 908

=Lincoln, NE 68502-5844

o

>402-423-1447
s

I HOPE AND PRAY YOU WILL CONSIDER CAREFULLY THESE POINTS. IT SEEMS
LIKE SOME PEOPLE THINK THAT THE QUALITY OF LIFE IN LINCOLN IS REFLECTED
BY COMMERCIAL DEVELOPEMENT AND NOT BY THE CITIZENS OF LINCOLN. IT IS
THE CITIZENS THAT MAKE THIS CITY WHAT IT IS.

John Schmitz
1920 C Street
Lincoln, Ne, 68502



Joan V Ray To: CouncliPacket/Notes@Noies
G
02/25/05 02:18 PM Subject; Re: eminent domain

AAAAA Forwarded by Joan V RaviNotes on 02/28/2008 0227 PM -

Joan V Ray To: sasher@southeast.edu

02/25/2005 02:17 PM ce:
Subject; Re: eminent domain

s R

Dear Ms. Asher: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-8533

e-mail: jray@cilincoln.ne.us

sasher@southeast.edu

sasher@southeast.edu To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us

. ce:
02/25/2005 02:15 PM Subject: eminent domain

T am totally not in support of eminent domain. It is the isgsue of the
small hard working businegses, that loose once again and the multimillion
dollar emphires keep on taking. What ever happened to the philiosophy
Lincoln is a great place to live and build a business? That is exactly
what these busginess owners have done and now what are they to do? I ask
that over and over what are they do do??77? No money for them, their hara
work, and most importantly their families. Isn't that too what raising a
family in Lincoln iz all about??7?7?

I am really anrgy that this ig even an issue to be dealt with. I will ke
in attendance at the Coucil meeting on Monday evening to show my suppoert to
the small business owners. That should count in the grand city of curs.

Susan Asher
2320 Calvert
Lincoln, NE 6£8502



Joan V Ray To: CouncBPacket/Notes@@Notes
CC:
0272505 02:43 PM Subject: Re: City Council Members - please distribute!

Joan V Ray Te: Dnthlynn@aol.com

02/25/2005 02:42 PM ce:
Subject: Re: City Councli Members - please distribute! [

Dear Ms. Thacker: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for thelr consideration.  Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray '

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@ci.lincoin.ne.us

Dnthivnn@aol.com

Dnthlynn@aol.com To: council@cilincoln.ne.us

. ce:
02/25/2005 02:37 PM Subject: City Councit Members - please distribute!

February 25, 2005
To: Lincoln City Council

From: Beth Thacker
JAVA Citizen’s Committee

Re: Amendment to the Antelope Valley Revitalization Plan
Dear City Council Members:
T'am writing in regards to the proposed amendment to the Antelope Valley Revitalization Plan.

I'would like to see this amendment approved, as 1 feel it fits very closely to the vision planners
have for this area of the Study and would serve to jump-start other developments.

My several years of serving on the JAVA Citizen’s Commttee has convinced me that the
Antelope Valley Board, and other entities involved, have gone the second mile to solicit, and
incorporate. input from the general public in all phases of the project thus far. | have also seen
the extent to which the Revitalization Team has acted to make sure that any property owners
displaced to this point have been “made whole”. I feel this same care to process is going on right
now in dealing with the owners/tenants in the area targeted 1n the proposed Amendment.



In all honesty, I have 1o admit to an uncomfortable feeling when government is given permission
to “take” personal property. That feeling is allayed somewhat when the “taking™ is for the public
need or good, e.g. roads, parks, etc. The feeling is heightened, however, when the “taking” is for
a private developer who stands to benefit personally without having to go through the process of
dealing with each property owner individually, which normal circumstances would dictate.

However, the whole intent of the Antelope Valley Revitalization Plan 1s to revitalize an area of
town that has officially been declared blighted. At this time, revitalization of a blighted area 1s
considered fo be in the public good. Until a higher court overturns that inclusion, then the
request for Power of Eminent Domain would be appropriate. Therefore, it would seem to me to
be consistent with previous actions were you to pass this amendment, thereby giving the City the
wherewithal to pursue this Revitalization Plan in a timely manner.

Thank vou for your consideration in this matter.
Sincerely,

Beth Thacker



Joan V Ray To: CouncilPacketNotes@Notes

col
02/25/05 04:03 PM Subject: Re: Fairness, Samural Sams

------ Forwarded by Jean V Ray/Notas on 02/25/2008 03:54 PM ---—

Joan V Ray To: Gavin Koehler <gkoehler@gmail.com>

02/25/2005 03:50 PM e _
Subiect: Re: Fairness, Samurai Sams[

]

Dear Mr. Koehler: Your message has been received in the Council Office and wiil be forwarded to the
Council Members for thelr consideration.  Thank yeu for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax;  402-441.6533

e-mail. jray@cilincoin.ne.us

Gavin Koehler <gkcehler@gmail.com>

Gavin Koehler To: councii@cilincoln.ne.us
<gkoehler@gmail.com cc:
> Subject: Fairness, Samurai Sams

02/25/2005 03:32 PM
Please respond to Gavin
Koehler

Council:

I am writing in regard to your plans tce relocate Samurai Sam's. From
what I have read and heard, the owner of this establishment faces the
real possibility of losing his business and his home.

I urge vou to look at the informatiocn again, and keep free enterprise
and capitalism in mind. Many studente I know enjoy the restaurant,
and its lccation should be up to the owner to decide.

Sincerely,
Gavin Koehler
Concerned Student, UNL



Joan V Ray To: CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes
cC:
02/28/05 11:59 AM Subject: Fw: WOODS PARK MASTER PLAN

"Patte Newman" To: <JRay@ecilincoln.ne.us>
<pewman2003@neb.rr. ce!
com> Subject: Fw: WOQODS PARK MASTER PLAN

02/25/2005 04:50 PM

For the Council.

————— Original Message -----

From: Pena, Pat

To: pnewman@eel lincoln.ne.us

Sent: Friday, February 25, 2005 8:59 AM

Subject: WOODS PARK MASTER PLAN

Dear Ms. Newman,

Iive at 3260 Randolph Street and | am very much against expanding Woods Park with three more tennis
courts. | bought my house 6 years ago and it was quiet, now it is congested and ncisy and | can't get
around my own neighborhood. Please do not expand.

| would be at the meeting but it is on the last day of the month and | have to work late or else | would be
there to stand up for my neighborhood.

Thanks
Pat Pena

No virus found in this incoming message.
Checked by AVG Anti-Virus.
Version: 7.0.300 / Virus Database: 266.4.0 - Release Date: 2/22/2005

~~~~~ Foerwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/2005 12:01 PM -

"Patte Newman" To: <JRay@cilincoin.ne.us>
<newman2003@neb.rr. ce:
com> Subject; Fw: Woods Park

02/25/2005 04:52 PM

For the Council:



From: Mark Holt

To: pnewman(ect. lincolp.ne.us

Sent: Friday. February 25, 2005 12:56 PM
Subject: Woods Park

Dear Ms. Newman.

As a Hifelong Lincoln resident, it breaks my heart to see Woods Park vickle and dimed to death. Several vears ago
the Weslevan baseball field made its new home there. much to the disappointment of many nearby residents. Now
it's happening agam with the new health building along "O" Street. The latest threat to the park's open green space is
the plan to build three more fennis courts, chipping away still more of the park's geography. Tennis fans aze already
well served by the many courts currently on the site and others around the city. | urge you to vole "no" on more
courts for Woods Park. It is an endangered Lincoln gem with a finite arez, and deserves your protection.

Sincerely,

Mark Holt

3448 Woods Ave.
Lincoln NE 68510
mholt@elps.org

No virus found in this incoming message.
Checked by AVG Anti-Virus.
Version: 7.0.300 / Virus Database: 266.4.0 - Release Date: 2/22/2005

- Forwarded by Joan V RayiNotes on 02/28/2005 12:01 P -

"Patte Newman™ To: <JRay@oci.lincoln.ne.us>
<pewman2003@neb.rr. cC:
com> Subject: Fw: Woods Park Master Plan

02/25/2005 05:02 PM

For the Councik:

To: pnewman(aicl. lincoln.ne.us
Sent: Friday, February 25, 2005 939 AM
Subject: Woods Park Master Plan

February 25, 2005

Dear Councitwoman Newman,

The February 28 City Council meeting agenda includes discussion of an updated Comprehansive Master
Plan for Woods Park. As a resident of Woods Park | am apposed to the proposed addition of three tennis
courts and ask for your suppoert in rejecting this aspect of the Comprehensive Master Plan for Woods



Park.

| believe that devoting this space to the additionai tennis courts, which will primarily serve as a site for
tournaments for all-city and out of the city participants, is not in keeping with the city’s definition of a
Community Park. Woeods Park is already exiensively developed for sports activities, seriously
compromising the character of 2 Community Park. If the additional courts are allowed in the plan an
additional 45% of the entire open green space in the south part of the park next to a historic residential
neighborhood would be removed. This smaller space would seriously limit the ability of the Parks &
Recreation Department to buffer the neighboring residences from additional traffic, parking, noise, and
litter in the Woods Park Historic Bungalow District and would make the park permanently less attractive as
a park.

The open space in Woods park is used exiensively by the residents in the neighborhood. | ask that you
help ensure this space remains available.

| appreciate your consideration.
Mary Hawk

641 South 30th Street

Lincoln, NE 68510

742-9842

mhawk 1 @alitel.net

No virus found in this incoming message.
Checked by AVG Anti-Virus.

Version: 7.0.300 / Virus Database: 266.4.0 - Release Date: 2/22/2005
~~~~~ Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 020282005 12:01 PM -

"Carl" To: <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
<cDavis13@neb.rr.com ce:
> Subject: woods park fennis courts

02/26/2005 03:26 PM

i do not want any more tennis courts put in woods park. | see no need for it and we already have encugh.
please accept my vote against any more tennis courts.

JODY DAVIS

3120 RANDOLPH ST

LINCOLN NEBRASKA 68510-1458

————— Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/2005 12:01 PM -

Bisc329@aol.com To: Council@cilincaln.ne.us

. cc: Bisc329@aol.com
02/26/200510:12 PM Subject: Woods Park Master Plan

Council Members,

We are very concerned with how Woods Park seems to be disappearing. With what has already
happened with the Wesleyan baseball park, the Spray Ground aend now the Health Department



Building it is very disheartening to think of more of the park being lost to additional tennis courts.

Since we live in This neighborhood, we are not only looking at losing use of part of the park, but also
looking at the additional traffic, trash and parking concerns that the proposed tennis courts will
bring.

Woods Park is a beautiful city park in the middle of a residential area and we would like it to remain
that way. If we continue to chip away at the park, soon it won't be there for the public to enjoy.
We've already lost the rose garden and can no longer use the ball field...let's not fose any more of
this park that we will never be able to replace,

Sincerely,
Mike & Roxanne Bischof

329 South 29th Street
~~~~~ Forwarded by Joan vV Ray/Notes on 02/28/2005 12:01 PM -

"Rick BeH" To: <council@ci.linceln.ne.us>
<rbeli@artfxscreenprin cc:
ting.com> Subject: Additional tennis courts at Woods Park

02/27/2005 09:26 AM

Members of the City Council:

Regarding the proposed addition of three fennis courts to Woods Park, | wish to have two guestions
answered.

1. Why is it that cars illegally parked during home foothall games are aggressively ticketed, towed
and impounded while this same offense is routinely overlooked during large competitions at
Woods Park?

2. Whyis it that land donated to the city for the enjoyment of all Lincoln citizens is being built on by
the city and then leased to private institutions and organizations for their own benefit and profit?

- Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/2005 12:07 PM -

"Rick Bell"” To: <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
<rbell@artfxscreenprin ce:
ting.com> Subject: FW: Additional tennis courts at Woods Park

02/27/2005 09:28 AM



From: Rick Bell [mailto:rbell@artfxscreenprinting.com]
Sent: Sunday, February 27, 2005 9:27 AM

To: 'councit@ci.lincoln.ne.us'

Subject: Additional tennis courts at Woods Park

Members of the City Council:

Regarding the proposed addition of three tennis courts to Woods Park, | wish to have fwo gquestions
answered.

1. Why is it that cars illegally parked during home fogthall games are aggressively ticketed, towad
and impounded while this same offense is routinely overlooked during large competitions at
Woods Park?

2. Why is it that land donated to the city for the enjoyment of all Lincoln citizens is being built on by
the city and then leased to private institutions and organizations for their own benefit and profit?

Rick Betll

615 Elimwood Avenue.

~~~~~ Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/2005 12:01 PM -
Kathy Jackson To: Kathy Jackson <kjs0028@alltel.net>, council@cifincoln.ne.us,

<kj60028@atltel.net> jcook@cildincoln.ne.us

. ce
02/27/2005 10:01 AM Subject: Woods Park Master Plan
Please respond to

kjc0028

I am writing to express my oplnion on the Woods Park master plan that is
coming before the City Council. Specifically the issue of the tennis courts.

Rfrer all of the hand wringing that went on over the rencvation of the
ball field I have to say that I don't agree with all of the reasons
cited by the neighborhood asscciations in opposition to the tennis
courts but I am still opposed. I live at &11 South 32nd Street, one
house away from the corner with a birds eye wiew of the proposed site,
the pool and the ball field. I have not noticed a huge increase in
traffic, trash etc from the renovation of the ball field and the small



amount of announcing that goes over the spsaker is nothing compared to
the pool blaring out &ll summer. Light pollution is another matter.

The existing courts sometimes have the lightse on until 1opm, and that
light does spill over into the neighborhood. Generally this is not a
problem with the courts where they are. There is a buffer area between
the courts and the neighborhood and since there 1s a church directly
east of the lighted courts and not houses there is a buffer on that side
as well. This would not be true with the courts in the proposed new
location, bright lights would shine directly into many houses
surrcunding the corner of 33 & J. However this is not my main
objection. My main objection to the new courts is this - I don't see
how they need 3 new tennis courts. I walk my dogs in the south half of
Woods Park almost everyday during the summer and less often during the
winter months. Unless they are having vouth lessons I almost never see
anyone using the courts that are west of the present tennis bubbles. I
don't often see the furthest south courts being used. Why are we
building more courts when the ones that are there are not being used to
the max? 2lso you are proposing the taking of space that is open to all
and turning it intc a place you have to pay to play, which was and is ny
only objection to the ball field renovation.

I am all for recreaticonal facilities that are avallable to the public
and judging from the prices posted on the courts the prices are pretty
affordable. I don't see spending money for facilities that are only
going to be used a few days a yvear for tournaments and stand pretty much
empty the rest of the time costing rather than generating income.

If the news reports about the kenc revenus for Parks and Rec are trus it
seems to me this is an area that we can just leave bhe.

Sincerely

Kathy Jackson

----- Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Motes on 02/28/20068 12:01 PM -

"Patte Newman" To: <JRay@cilincoln.ne.us>
<pewman2003@neb.rr. cc!
com> Subject: Fw: Woods Park

02/27/2005 11:11 AM

For the Council:

~~~~~ Original Message -----

From: "George E Wolf? <gwolf@unlnotes.unl.edus
To: <pnewman®ci.lincoln.ne.us>

Sent: Sunday, February 27, 200% 10:33 &M
Subject: Wocds Park

=
>
=
>
> Dear Councilwoman Newman:
=

=

This past Friday, an unseasonably warm day, as I ran through Woods Par



= and

> gaw the raw evidence of another loss of green space, this Lime to the

> Health Department extension, I made up my mind to do what T could to

> prevent any further incursions on the openness of the park. And that-.s
> what I-m doing now in urging vyou to support the neighbors of Woods Park
= and

> the memberg of the Witherbee Neighborhood Association by vobting against
> the

> Parks and Recreation Department-s plan to reserve even more of the park-s
> open space for three additional tennis courts.

=

> Sincerely,

=

> George E. Wolf

> 1226 South 25th St.

> Lincoln, NE 68502-1813

Mo virus found in this incoming message.
Checked by AVG Anti-Virus.
Version: 7.0.300 / Virus batabase: 266.5.0 - Release Date: 2/25/200G%5

"Patte Newman” To: <JRaygocilincoln.ne.us>
<newman2003@neb.rr. ce:
com> Subject: Fw: tennis courts at woods

02/27/2005 11:11 AM

For the Council:

————— Original Message -----

From: ctal2?

To: pnewmanellincoln.ne.us

Sent: Sunday, February 27, 2005 10:39 AM
Subject: tennis courts at woods

I'would like to ask that you vole against the new courts being built. | live 4 houses south of the exsisting
courts. During the summer me and my daughter walk past the courts all the time to go o the play area
north of the courts. | have yet to seeing anyone using the courts the built west of the bubbie covered
courts. There are 6 couris over there that they just had to have , but they never use them. | would iike to
now what there reason is for thinking they need 3 more. That area woulgd be better used if they moved the
play ground closer tc the residental area than the courts. Once again | would like you to vote against the
measure. | think tax payer dofars could be better spent somewhere they are needed.

Thank you  Crailg Ansbach



No virus found in this incoming message.
Checked by AVG Anti-Virus.

Version: 7.0.300 / Virus Database: 266.5.1 - Release Date: 2/27/2005
wwwww Forwarde Joan V Ray/Notes on G2/28/2005 1207 PM weee
william carter Tor council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
<becarlinc@yahoco.com car
> Subject; woods tennis couris

02/27/2005 11:13 AM

I am writing this to voice my opposition to the
proposal to add wmore tennis courts to Woods Park. The
park 1s for the people of Linceln and not some private
enterprise that uses city land for business. The city
council is slowly taking away taking awayv the
availability of the park by continucusly building on
it. Several vyears ago mere tennis courts were added
to the west end of the bubbles. Now the city is
adding on to the east of the health department taking
away socme park area. You had sidewalks added, then
some worthless sculptures that add nothing to the
park. Now you want to give some more land for private
enterprise that is not wanted or needed. If Woods
Tennis wants to add more courts they should find their
cown landd cutside the area and build to their hearts
content, but do not do it on our park land. The
addition will bring both unwanted nolse, lighting and
some very unwanted heavy traffic to an area that has a
lot of children on foot in the area.

Bill Carter

3412 M
Lingceoln,Ne 68510
474-3626

Do You Yahoo!?
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mall has the best gpam protection around
hitp://mail.vahoo.com

————— Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/25/2005 12:01 PR -

jsoto@southeast.edu To: council@cilincoln.ne.us

) ce:
02/27/2005 11:33 AM Subject: Woods Park Master Plan

Attached is my statement for the public record regarding the above encaptioned matler.

It is my lintention

that this document be distributed and made available to all members of the Council and interested cthers.

Thank you.



Jose J. Sofo
509 South 28th Street
Lioncoln, NE 68510

475-2123 cily counéi] v;/bods park.do
----- Forwarded by Joan ¥V Hay/Nolas on 02/28/2005 12:01 PM -~

Ward Curry To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
<wcurd3@yahco.com> ce:
02/27/2005 05:37 PM Subject: oppose tennis courts, Woods Park

Please help save whats left of Woods Park. It 1s a
city park not a sports complex.

I know colleges and universitles need sports
facilities, but the city should not sacrifice its
parks for this.

Thank vyou’
Ward Curry

Do yvou Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Mail - You care about security. So do we.
http://promoctions.yahoo.com/new mail

<freefamily@cmusicdj. To: <jpray@lincoln.ne.gov>
com> cC:
0212712005 0756 PM Subject: Park Activity Expansion

E
i::j!
HEFTRE
i l

Thank you, Russ Free Vote no on park activity development.w
~~~~~ Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notss on 02/28/2000 1201 PM -

"carol” To: <council@cidincoin.ns.us>
<carol@inetnebr.com> ce:
0212712005 11:05 PM Subject: Woods Park and change of the master plan

February 27,2005



City Council members-

Regarding the issue of Woods Park and changing the master plan for “more tennis
courts.”

I will be present at the city council meeting on Monday, but will likely not have the opportunity
to speak before the council due to the number of people who will do so. Regrettably [ doubt it
will make a difference any way. [ have lived at 445 South 29" street since 1977 {have raised my
family here,) & have observed the city government disregard the well being of this classy old
neighborhood for several vears, beginning with the removal of the Rose Garden near 33 & O
street.

[ did offer formal testimony to plead against the rose garden’s demise, as I really believed the
neighborhood had input. 1 was very disheartened to learn the deal was done, long before any of
us was given an opportunity to know what was going on or how we felt about it. We were
actually told at that time that the rose garden would not be moved and that the roses present at
that location would remain. (I don’t find a single rose bush there at this writing.) The tennis
association apparently had what and who they wanted fo back them, so once again I feel a sense
of daja vu.

This ity council would do well to visit some of the larger cities with the old neighborhoods
taken over by drug deals and crime after the owners of those neighborhoods fled for reasons
much like those developing here in the Woods Park neighborhood. We don’t own our ovwn
neighborhood if we are forced to host a large sports complex. We will be over run and finally
run out by tennis, base ball, and what ever else has money and power to make a deal with city
government before we have a clue.

[ hope I am wrong about all of this and will be watching closely to see whether the citv council
really values the older neighborhoods or just talks the talk, (& [ vote with a long memory.)

Carol Petersen
445 S0 29" street

Lincoln, Nebr.
~~~~~ Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/2005 12:01 P -

"Stephen Boyd™ To: council@ci.fincoin.ne.us
<shboyd1@webtv.net> ce:

02/28/2005 1237 AM Subject: Loss of park land

I find it interesting that the ratioconale for building more tennis courts is
the "50s master plan". Did the "50s" plan also include 18 tennis court's,
swimming pocl, larger parking lots, a college baseball field, and the health
dept, taking the north side of the park in a guestionable need to expand? {and



they will certainly want more). Woods is not a large park, and if the word's
"if  and when" are left in the plan, the courts will be built, and Woods wilil
be a park in name only.

wwwwww Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/2005 12:01 PM ~e

"Steve Bowen” To: <Council@ci.Lincoin.ne.us>
<sbowen@willmar-elec ce:
tric.com> Subject: Woods Park Mater Plan

02/28/2005 01:08 AM

Please submit this attached letter to the City Council for testimoeny on the Wooeds Park Master Plan.

Thank you,

e
i ;
H

Steve Bowen Letter to
----- Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/2008 12:01 P wemen

"Garry Martin” To: <council@eci.lincoln.ne.us>
<GMartin@taparch.co ce:
m> Subject: Woods Park

02/28/2005 09:10 AM
Please respond to
GMartin

I want to make a comment or so 1In regard to the Woods Park Master Plan and
what will be potentially voted on later today.

1. Lincoln needs to have green space, 1t is what gives us public benefit
and a quality of life. People moving into this city want and respect
Lincoln's park system. We have eroded the nature of Wood's Park
continuously since my moving into the surrounding neighborhood, almost 24
vears ago. We have seen the encroachment by the Health Department, by a
tennis assocliation with more courts and bubbles and by Nebraska Weslevan in
building a larger ball diamond. These have all taken away from what I
define as a park. Wood's Park is more and more becoming a paid athletic
complex {except for Health Department which is another issue). We are
losing park area as open land piece by piece, until we have no park area
left. 1 guess it gets to one's definition of park and for me park means
having open space. Scometimes, it ign't the massive move that kills such a
urpan renewal, but the continual destruction piece by pilece.

0

2. I keep hearing about how Woocd's Park is a community park, vet who is
being served is not really for the communitv as defined in City of Lincoln
comprehensive plan definition. We have a tennis association whe largely is

bringing people outside of what is the defimed radius. They are using the



park as a private group to serve their best interest. Thev do a few things
and sayv a few things to make it appear like it really is in the best
interest of the City. What it really is doing is serving themselves. By
talking the City into allowing this mega-tennis complex uge, they have been
able to obtain tennis courts and land for a substantially lower cost than
developing facilities elsewhere. The tennis association could do a more
proper facility designed appropriately for their needs and competition lewvel
they want by creation of developed land cutside of landlocked urban core.

We have allowed monev and private interests to dictate public space at
Wood's Park.

3. I keep hearing how this is a community park and not defined specifically
as a neighborhood park. Shouldn't Parks and Recreation be respective to the
pecople directly surrcunding the park area? Why should Parks and Recreation
be allowed to hide under the name of "Community Park" and not be responsive

to it's direct neighbors and direct context. The people who surround the
park are the persons whoe deal with the noise, the disruptions, the trash and
the other detrimental issues which are caused by the use of Wood's Park. I

feel the people at Parks and Recreation have used this definition (Community
Park} to thwart responsibility to the local neighbors. Quality design is
one of which is respective of others both at the micro-scale and the

macro-scale.

I urge vyou to consider carefully what is being dome in regard to Wood's
Park. I do not and hopefully you do not want to gee this park being slowly
taken from park land to commercialization of athletic spaces and office
spaces {Health Dept.}. In the area just ocutside of downtown spaces like
this is very important. What becomes of Linceln as a city starts here with
the attractiveness of nice open park area. Please think about this and do
not let further encroachment upcn the park as we know.

Thanks.

Garry Martin

338 So. 2%th St.

Lingeln, NE 68510

email: archgarrylé@msn.com

/ Pt

~~~~~ Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/2008 12:07 PAM
Y ¥

RALPHANDDREB@aol.c To: counci{@ci.lincoin.ne.us
om oo
02/78/2005 09:20 AM Subject: Woods Park Master Plan

City Council Members:

As a Woods Park neighbor, | am urging you not to vote in favor of the additienal tennis courts as outlined
on the Woods Park Master Plan. if this is approved, the whole south end of Woods Park will be a sports
complex {tennis courts, swimming pool, Wesleyan ball field) which will put added pressure on the
neighbors to the south of the park, including traffic, parking, noise, litter, and limited access io the rest of
the park.

| am not anti-tennis, | believe the Tennis Assn. has made wonderful improvements to their facilities. 1am
pro green space. My idea of green space is more park, less recreation facilities. | would even feel



differently about adding the additional courts if the present courts were utilized at capacity, which they are
not. The exisiting summer court usage is at 46%, which is the total usage for weekdays and weekends,
mornings and evenings {per the Managing Director, Woods Tennis Center). My idea of green space is not
empty, locked-up tennis courts which are used less than 50% of the time during the summer, and almost
never the rest of the year.

The Lincoln Parks & Rec Dept. has a flyer named "Open Space - Greening the Good Life" which asks for
recommendations for conserving land and open spaces, particularly a green belt and hiking/biking trails.
On the front cover is & quote from the 2025 Lincoin/Lancaster County Comprehensive Plan which states
"The quality of life for future generations wili be reflected in the guality of the natural envicrnment left to
them by present generations.” | believe the Woods family which originally deeded Woods Park {0 the cily
had the same dream in mind.

Please preserve Woods Park.
Thank you.
Deb Kuwamoto

339 So. 28th St.
Lincoln, NE 68510



Joan V Ray To: CeouncilPacketV/Notes@Notes
ce:
02/28/05 12:02 PM Subject: eminent domain 5th Amendment/Hammond Hotel

Fay/Notes on 02/28/2008 12:08 PM e

“cjcath@juno.com” To: council@cilincoln.ne.us
<cjcath ce:
02/26/2605 05:20 PM Subject: eminent domain 5th Amendment

Lincoln City Council,

Where you not elected by the people of Lincoln? Who are vou looking out for?
Do yeu have NO feelings for the 4 or 5 businessess owned by Lincoln citizens,
who pay thelr taxes and keep Lincoln beautiful? Can your vote be bought by a
billionaire from out of town. I agree withJoe Johnson. Whe whole idea of
eminent domain is being misused by the mayor of this city. Our mayor seems to
only lock for at the dollar sign and have NO feelings about anything or anyone
but herself. Another example is the No smoking issue. Do vou care that
four te five bars have shut down, do to the no smoking issue. People can go
as close as Emerald or Denison, Fremont, causing the bars in town to loose
clients. Do you care? My thoughts are NO. If a bar wants to be smokeless
lzt them. Since our New maycr has taken office the city of Lincoln has gone
down hill.

Cathy Egbarts

"Loraine E Losser” To: <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
<locelo@wen.net> cc: "Sean Carl and Arica Wieting" <scwieting@aol.com>

02/25/2005 07-51 PM Subject: Hotel development proposal

{incoln, Nebraska City Council

In behalf of Sean Wieting, owner of Samurai Sany's, as well as the remaining businesses on the block bordered by
17th & 18th. T am oufraged at what | am reading on the Lincoln Journal Star website regarding the Lincoln City
Council's consideration to approve the building of a four story hotel on this site,

Even though the mayor "had some qualms about displacing businesses” the remark was overshadowed by big money
and the benefits for the developers and builders. No specific benefits were mentioned for these businesses.

These businesses have individual life-savings invested in them. As one of these individuals, 1 am pleading that city
officials constder how this unethical, proposed development will effect the lives and families of those who own these
businesses. Such a displacement can cause grief for generations. What do these tactics on the part of the Lincoln city



government and big money investors represent to the next generation?

I am against the develpment of this hotel until there is honest assurance in writing that the present businesses on this
site will receive the fair market value for each business, as well as relocation costs,

Lorame E. Losser

~~~~~ Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/2005 12:00 PM ~---

Ryan Reinke To: councii@cidincoln.ne.us
<ryanreinke@yahoo.co ce:
m> Subject: John Q Hammons hotel

02/26/2005 07:53 AM

Elected officers:

I am sure that you feel yvou are looking out for the
general public by stimulating more economic
developement, but yvou are crossing a line that goes
against everything the free market stands for.

I believe in free trade and economlc prosperity.

Every warket place will determine a value for a common
gocd based on supply and demand. Your intervention
directly contradicts this process. You have no right
to interfere.

Please be sure that if this goes forward, I will work
towards the removal of each of you.

In all honesty,
Ryan Reinke

Do You Yahoo!?
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around
htep://mail.vahoo.com

---- Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/2005 12:05 PM -

lonnie senstock To: council@cilincoln.ne.us
<verdellli@yahoo.com [ofon
> Subject: Please be fair

02/26/2005 06:36 PM

It is unfair to just take away a mans businesg for
corportate. It Is corporate America that seperates
the average man trying to make it in business, so that
corporates like Hammond can just take 1t over without
giving the man who put blood, sweat, and tears into



his life. Take away that, and you've given ancther
working class man nothing. You've taken hig life
away. The rich get richer, the poor get poorer.
Typical for todays so called 'business proposals.’
Please stop this, so another man's 1life is not taken
away without some compengation.

Lonnie Senstock

Do vou Yahoo!?
Read only the mall you want - Yahoo! Mail SpanGuard.
http://promotions.yahoo.com/new mail

~~~~~ Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/2005 12:05 PM
Jane H Kinsey To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us

<jakin3@juno.com> folon
02/26/2005 08:34 PM Subject: Hammons Redevelopment Proposal

To Terry Werner, Chairman

To Councilman XKen Svoboda

To Councilman Glenn Friend:
To Ceouncilman Jonathan Cook
To Councilman Jon Camp

To Councilwoman Annette McRoy
To Councilwoman Patte Newman

Please vote against this proposal. It is unnecessary, an abuse of our
citizens' rights and we cannot afford it.

Thank you.

Jane H. Kinsey

————— Forwarded by Joan VY RayiNotes on 02/28/2005 12:085 PM wmr

"sue and randy” To: <council@cilincoln.ne.us>
<randy-susan@neb.rr. e
com> Subject: Immoral use of eminent domain

02/26/2005 10:43 PM

To the Members of the City Councit of the City of Lincoln;

| have been following the issue of the possible condemnation of private property to allow John Q.
Hammonds to build a hotei. | am sure that the hotel will provide employment te many and bring tax
revenue to <7xml:namespace prefix = st1 ns = "urn:schemas-microsoft-com  office:smarttags" />Lincoln,
However, { don't believe that this becomes a public concern. if it were, we could extend that logic to raze
low-income housing, hometess shelters, parking lots, new and used car lots, small convenience stores,
fast-food restaurants, churches, private schools and academies, and a number of other businesses and



structures in the city o enable a cadre of billionaires fo erect hotels which provide a number of
mind-numbing service jobs and pay some city tax. Of course, since the city could condemn the property
and give it fo the billionaires for pennies on the dollar, billicnaires might be fining up to raze family homes
and the dreams of small entrepreneurs. s it really the business of government to displace working pecple
in order fo line the pockets of the already-rich?

<?xml:namespace prefix = o ns = "urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office;office” />

The city should be ashamed of itself for even considering the possibility of using eminent domain in this
manner, and each councilman and councilwoman who votes for this should not be able to face their
reflections in the mirror. If this goes through, | will no longer be able to hold my head high when | tell
people I'm from Lincoln, and | know that there are plenty of VOTERS in Lincoln who feel the same way.

Please look fong and hard at this issue and do the right thing.

Randy Musselman

2320 Calvert

Lincoln 68502

————— Forwardsd by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/2005 12:05 PM -

"Bill Byrne" To: <council@ci.lincoln.ne. us>
<bbyrne@athletics.tam cC:
u.edu> Subject: Please don't kill Samurai Sam's

02/27/2005 12:03 PM

Although is has been a few years since 've lived in Lincoln, one
of the places always return to for lunch is Samurai Sam’s when |
return. That's not unusual because it was one of my lunch
hangouts when | lived in Lincoln before.

There aren’t enough owner run and operated food places in
Lincoln and to put Sam’s out of business is wrong. Please
reconsider. Bill Byrne

————— Forwarded by Joan ¥V Ray/Notes on 02/25/2005 1205 PM -~

"m333t@juno.com” To: council@ci lincoln.ne.us
<m33it ce:
02/2712005 1211 M Subject: eminant domain BBR

Lincoln City Council
Pleage put PEOPLE before $'S5S in vour decision about eminent domalin usages.
Do not destroy viable Lincoln businesses to accommodate out-cof-town interests.

Whatever you think, (in terms of taxes), the livelihood of our citizens is
your primer consideration as our ELECTED members of the Lincoln council.



* Therefore, I expect ALL COUNCIL MEMBERS TCO VOTE NO

Lincoln citizen: Marvin Twersky

~~~~~ Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/2005 12:05 PM -

"Barbara Morley” To: Council@ci.Lincoin.ne.us
<biolegal@earthlink.ne ce:
g Subject: Hotel block/eminent domain/Antelope Valley

02/27/2005 0$:19 PM
Please respond o
hiolegal

Antached is a letier that | have sent to the LIS regarding the use of eminent domuin. [ expect they will not print it, so { am attaching it It is not
tikely that Twill be able to aftend tomorrow's hearing on the "hotel block." Although § oppose the use of eminent dormain for uses thar are not the
appropriate functions of goveramnent, | find the upbeaval over this particular block o be paradoxical. The oy council delegated s aushorst
FAV A, which has the power of eminent domain. JAVA s taking my property by eminent domain for an unspecified urban redevelopment project
m the futore (10-20 years). At ieast in the cese of the hotel block, they have a use for it now. In my case, they are taking my property becuuse
they have the money and will someday wint to build something on it Does that not strike vou as sirange”

Agtde from that, my conmments in the altached letter are i Ticw of oral testimony tomorrow night. Lexpect it will be a long night. As [or Embassy
Suttes, iravel o lot and won't stay in them. | find them boring. There is one in every city. That's enough. Why on earth would Lincoln want 3.

Burbara Mortey
biolegalicearthlink.ne
Why Wait? Move to EarthLink.

————— Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Noles on 02/28/2008 12:05 PM -

"Barbara Morley" To: "Council" <Council@ci.Lincoln.ne.us>
<biolegal@earthlink.ne ce:
> Subject: Hotel block/Eminent domain/Antelope VAlley

02/27/2005 0%:21 PM
Please respend {o
biolegal

Attached is o lfetter that [ have sent to the LIS regarding the use of eminent domain. Lexpect they will not print i1, so Far atraching i It is aot
Iikely that Twilt be able to attend tomorrow's hearing on the "hated block.” Although { appose the wse of endnent domain for uses that are not the
appropriate functions of government, I find the upheaval over this particuiar block to be paradoxical. The city council delegated its authoriy 0
JAVA, which has the power of eminent domain. JAVA s taking my property by entnent domain for an unspecitied vrban redevelopment project
in the future (10-20 yearsy. At least in the case of the hotel block, they have a use for wnow. In my case, they are taking my property because
they have the money and will someday want to butld something on it. Docs that not strike you as strange?

Astde from that, my comments in the attached letter are in Hew of oral testimony tomorrow night. Texpect tt will be a long night. Ag tfor Embassy
Suites, §ravel a lot and won't stay in them. I find them boring, There 15 one in every city. That's enough. Why on carth would Lincoln want 3

Barbara Mosley

biciegahcearthlink.nes

Letter to the edilor Feb 27 .dc
»»»»» Forearded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/2008 12:05 P -~



"Alisha Lamb" To: council@cilincoln.ne.us
<alamb2@hotmail.com cC!
> Subject: Samurai Sam's and Eminent Doemain

02/27/2005 10:29 PM

Dear City Council Members:

I am writing to vou in opposition of the proposed hotel development project.

Es a life-time citizen of Lincoln, I am against the development of this.
It is not right for a private developer, like John Q. Hammonsg, to use
Eminent Domain when it is supposed to be for public use. Mr. Hammons sent
his proposal through the government instead of talking to the businesses he
would be destroying himgelf and these businesgses are not receiving a fair
compensation for what they are worth.

Since Mr. Hammons does not live here in Lincoln, a big city with a
small-town atmosphere, how does he know what's good for our city? It’'s
wrong for a "big" man, who does not need more money, to force a small
business, it’'s family, and it's employees to shut down. ks a community,
Lincoln should support small businesses and especially a UNL Alumni that has
opened his own business, like Sean Wieting has done. Why would a high
school student want to go the the University as a business student and have
a dream cof opening an entrepreneurship in Lincoln if it is not going to be
supported by the city?

There are other hotels downtown and a new hotel 1s going te take revenue
away from them so how is that helping the city? If vou, as the City
Council, allow this Eminent Domain to happen now, that is just opening the
docr for it to happen again. What if next time it is your child's or
friend's business or house? How would vou feel then?

It is not ethically or morally right to pull a business out from under a
young man and hils pregnant wife to allow a rich, old man to get richer, or
to not support a graduate and former athlete of the University of Nebraska.
Please use your heart to think about this issue. T was always taught to
stand up for what vyou believe in, no matter what others think of you, so I
ask that you make a sgtand AGAINST Eminent Domaln and this proposed hotel
project.

Thank vyou for your time and for allowing a Lincelnnite to voice what I
believe in.

Sincerely,
Llisha Lamb

-—--- Forwardged by Joan V Ray/Notes on G2/28/2005 12:08 PM e

Amy Kobza Deutsch To: council@ct.lincoln.na.us
<akobza@alltel.net> cc: oped@journalstar.com
02/2712005 41:34 PM Subject; eminent domain




Deay City Council Members,

I would like vou to seriously consider the conseguences and
precedences you will be setting if vou vote to allow the cityfs right
of eminent domain to take over a few of the small businesses in Lincoln
so that a multi-million dollar hotel can sit in its place. These
business owners have worked hard for the chance to thrive and exist in
our community. These business owners have worked hard and often times
risked everything to make their businesszses happen. Lincoln has always
heen a big city, vet small enocugh toe support community l1ife. Allowing
these hard working businessesg to be wiped ocut of this community is very
digheartening and sends the wrong message to future small-business
owners in Lincoln.

I am proud to live in Lincoln and I want to continue to be proud and
supportive of the brave, vet difficult, decisions cur city council has
to make. Pleagse do not abuse the right of eminent domain to allow one
private developer to capitalirze on the growth of our city.

Sincerely,

Lmy Kobza Deutsch
2733 Kipling Circle

CaliConnie@aol.com To: council@ct lincoin.ne.us

. cc:
02/28/2005 09:01 AM Subject: Hammond hotel preject

Good merning,

| support the iocal business owners and leasehoclders of the properties that are affected by the
Hammond hotel project.

Eminent domain is a privilege given to government for the betterment of PUBLIC PROJECTS. liis
ceriainly applicable to an improvement that will benefit the people of an area, such as widening a road,
improving utilities, and providing park area, These are examples of uses that are available {o everyone in
a community.

| faill to see why Mr. Hammond does not try to acquire a property using the methods that other for-profit
companies do. His company should be personally aitempting to purchase fand. The additicn of a hotel,
that is in no way a part of a governmental entity, should not entitle the Councl to give the Eminent Domain
condemnation to land/buildings and then convey that property to another private company.

The position that a new business would provide jobs is questionable. Hotels are noted for the majority
of the positions being at the bottom of the wage scale. A large company such as Marriott will have their
higher paid salaried personnel in a corporate headquariers, and not in Lincoln. Also, the "jobs" posiion
does not entitie a private company to acquire property through "eminent domain.”

Please, this council is distrusted my many in the community already. Do not abuse your power in this
way. There is a rumor that if the City does this favor for Hammonds, it might pave the way for him to build
a Convention Center, and another hotel. | suggest that Hammond do his part of this, and build the
Convention Center, and at that point, consider where the people that would come to those conventions
would sleep.

In closing, please remember that Eminent Domain is not an instrument to give a company of choice his
pick of property in Lincoin. We will lose the management level jobs that are now earning wages in Lincoln.
You will fose the trust of the citizens. This hotel is surely not worth displacing local companies with a
private project that will have the management levels outside of Lincoln.

Please voie AGAINST giving away the rights of our focal business owners!



Thank you.
Connie D. Bundy
callconnie@aoi.com
402-489-6359
5540 South 96th Place, Lincoln, NE 68526

»»»»» Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on G2/28/2008 1205 PM w---

FCSidles@aol.com Te: council@cilincoln.ne.us

s . ce:
02/28/2005 10:10 AM Subject: Eminent Domain

To all Lincoln City Council Members: This is notification to you that Frank C. (Bud} Sidles and Ann S.
Sidles are unalterably opposed to using the power of Eminent Domain to take property from one private

owner and then seil it or give it to another private owner or investor. Frank C. Sidles
————— Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/2005 1205 PM ~---

Nancy Cherrington To: councii@ci.lincoln.ne.us
<1951 ncty@earthlink.n cc:
et> Subject: Downtown hotel project on today's agenda

02/28/2005 11:13 AM
Please respond to
Nancy Cherrington

As a Lincoln resident and property owner (and voter), I am writing to express
my total objection to allowing eminent domain t£to be used to force innccent
business and property owners from the block that the Hammons corporation would
like to seize in order to build a hotel. If Hammons feels that his hotel will
be such a great deal for Lincoln and could be such a boon for business, then
let him pay the businesses on that block a decent amount for it and not use
the mavor's office to do the dirty work and enable hig project. He, of all
people, should pay the price reguired! 2Also, I guestion that building another
potentially half-empty hotel should be on the fast-track as it appears to be.

I thank you for your consideration of my opinion.

-Nancy Cherrington
-153% N. 22nd Street
-Lincoln, NE 68503
-4T75-3762
-1951ncty@earthlink. net



Joan V Ray To: CouncilPacketNotes@Notas
cel
02/28/05 12:04 PM Subject: Fw: Watl Mart SE cor. of 84th and Adams

- Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/2005 12:07 PM -

"Patte Newman" To: <dRay@ci lincoln.ne.us>
<newman2003@neb.rr. cC:
com> Subject: Fw: Wal Mart SE cor. of 84th and Adams

02/26/2005 01:09 PM

For the Council:

————— Original Message -----

From: "Todd Wicken" <twicken@dor.state.ne.uss
To: <pnewman@cil.lincoln.ne.uss>

Cc: <brenda.wicken@psc.ne.govs

Sent: Friday, February 25, 2005 10:51 &M
Subject: Wal Mart SE cor. of 84th and Adams

>1 was reading the City's PZoning regulations and stumbled across the intent
= of
the B-2 Planned Nelghborhood Business District regulations.

W

Under General Purpose {(27.31.020) it states

“for planned and controlled consumer services on a nelghborhoad level,
promote healthful economic growth,

create a desirable environment, best complement the general land use
pattern of the community, and assist

in implementing the established goals and policies of the community.”

Does Wal Mart "create a desirable environment?” (next to a church and
gchool and residential development)

Does the placement at thisg location "best complement the general land use
pattern?"”

I don't beleive so.

If this locaticon were next to a LPS school locaticon, I doubt it would even
get past the planning commmission.

I will be in contact at a later date, if the Planning Commission
recommends

approval of this locaticn.

Wal Mart's contention that the area in the northeast corner 1s not
guitable

because of zconing and elevation problems

is political wrangling at it's best.

The site they have chosen will be lowered at leasgt 20 fest from existing
topography and they need

to rezone the area.

Same problems as the site in the Northeast corner.

Thank you for vour service to the community.

Todd Wicken
R.O.W. Division

VoM oWV W VWV Y W WY Y WYY Y WYY Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y WYY Y Y Y



Property Management
402-479-4770
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crund@lps.org Te: campjon@aol.com, amcroy@ct.lincoln.ne.us, council@ci.linceln.ne.us

02/27/2005 04:47 PM . plan@ne.gov

Subject.: Wal Mart proposal

T am writing to express my concemn about a proposed Wal Mart at the 84" and Adams

Street location in Lincoln, Nebraska. Two of my young grandchildren attend Faith Lutheran
School. Faith’s property borders the proposed Wal Mart. [n addition to the traffic, noise, and
debris, the people that would have access to the school Is a major concern. Many schools in
Lincoln have locked doors and security personnel so that the safety of the children can be
monttored. There are no public schools or private schools in Lincoln that border a super center
such as Wal Mart. Why would the city allow this to happen now? T encourage vou to deny the
proposal.

<?xml:namespace prefix = o ns = "urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:office" />

Carol Rundquist

~~~~~ Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/2005 12:07 PM -

susan@inebraska.com Tor council@cllincoln.ne.us

_ e
G2/27/2005 07:13 PM Subject; Wal-Mart

Dear Lincoln City Council Members:

My purpcse in writing te vou today is to registéer my thoughts about the
proposed

Wal-Mart at 84th and Adams. I have lived in the Havelock area {64th &
Fremont}for 1% years and enjoy the Havelock neighborhood. We shop at the
stores in Havelock and I have worked at Russ's in Havelock for about & vears
and all of my five children have worked at Russ's during their high school
and/or college vyears. I think that if Wal-Mart is allowed to build a super
store anywhere 1in east Lincoln it will have a terrible effect on the
businesses

both in the Havelock area as well as in the Meadowland Shopping Center and
Bethany. I do not think that Lincoln needs another Wal-Mart shopplng center,
two of them are plenty adequate to serve the needs of Lincoln.

I am also a member of Faith Lutheran church which is located at 87th and
Adams .

When our congregation voted to move the church and school to that area, we



knew

that there were plans for commercial development to the east of our property,
but were never told that the possiblity ever existed for a "super-store”. We
were teld that there could be “light commercial® (ie a strip mall) and an
office park with plenty of "green space arcund whatever would be built on
that

corner .

I am sure that vou have heard many of the concerms that Faith Lutheran Church
and School have against Wal-Mart being allowsd to have the property re-zoned
and then build their "super-store” and | want you to know that I wholeheartly
agree with those concerns. I would ask you not to re-zone the property in
gquestion so that Wal-Mart is allowed to build their facility in that location
and ideally that they not build anymore stores in Lincoln.

Susan Ringsmuth

----- Forwarded by Joan V Ray/MNotes on 02/28/2005 12:07 PM -

"Kent Suhr" To: <council@ci.fincoln.ne.us>»
<ks75959@alitel. net> cC

02/27/2005 10:31 PM Subject: Fw: WalMart proposal at 84th & Adams

Councilman Jonathan Cook,

We would like to express our disapproval of the proposed Wal-Mart store on the
southeast corner of 84th & Adams Streets.

We are members of Faith Lutheran Church and our daughter attends Faith Lutheran
school. We attended a neighborhood meeting where Wal-Mart representatives and
engineers gave their proposal. This new store will greatly impede our worship and our
daughter's school. We would lose one entrance to our church parking lot and
Wal-Mart's trucks would be right next to our facility to load and unload their
merchandise. The increased traffic is of great concern to us at this already busy
intersection at 84th & Adams. Wal-Mart needs 23 acres to build a store of this size
and it would be a tight squeeze at this proposed site.

We are very concerned about the safety of the 300 plus children attending this school
and daycare from the increased traffic that will be brought by this retailer that will be
open 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. This same feeling was strongly expressed by
homeowners in the area also at the neighborhood meeting.

It was also mentioned that the streets feeding this facility such as Holdrege, Adams,
and Havelock which are all two lanes, could not handle the increased traffic.

We do not oppose a new Wal-Mart store, however we feel it should NOT be located
next to an existing church and school.

Please consider asking Wal-Mart for an alternative proposal at a different site that
could better handle the traffic without being a burden on homeowners or schools.



Thank you!

Kent & Connie Suhr
7220 Greenwood Court
Lincoln, NE 68507
464-1420

FREE Emoticons tor your email! Click Here!

"Kent Suhr” To: <council@cilincoln.ne.us>
<ks75959@alltel.net> ce:
0212712005 10:31 PM Subject: Fw: WalMart proposal at 84th & Adams

Councilman Glenn Friendt:

We would like to express our disapproval of the proposed Wal-Mart store on the
southeast corner of 84th & Adams Streets.

We are members of Faith Lutheran Church and our daughter attends Faith Lutheran
school. We attended a neighborhood meeting where Wal-Mart representatives and
engineers gave their proposal. This new store will greatly impede our worship and our
daughter's school. We would lose one entrance to our church parking lot and
Wal-Mart's trucks would be right next to our facility to load and unload their
merchandise. The increased traffic is of great concern to us at this already busy
intersection at 84th & Adams. Wal-Mart needs 23 acres to build a store of this size
and it would be a tight squeeze at this proposed site.

We are very concerned about the safety of the 300 plus children attending this school
and daycare from the increased traffic that will be brought by this retailer that will be
open 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. This same feeling was strongly expressed by
homeowners in the area also at the neighborhood meeting.

It was also mentioned that the streets feeding this facility such as Holdrege, Adams,
and Havelock which are all two lanes, could not handle the increased traffic.

We do not oppose a new Wal-Mart store, however we feel it should NOT be located



next to an existing church and school.

Please consider asking Wal-Mart for an alternative proposal at a different site that
could better handle the traffic without being a burden on homeowners or schools.

Thank yout

Kent & Connie Suhr
7220 Greenwood Court
Lincoln, NE 68507
464-1420

FREE Emoticons tor your emaill Click Hepe!

e .l = et e

----- Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/2005 12:07 PM —n

“Kent Suhr” To: <council@cilincoln.ne.us>
<ks75959@alltel.net> oo
02/27/2005 10:32 BM Subject: Fw: WalMart proposal at 84th & Adams

Councilman Patte Newman:

We would like to express our disapproval of the proposed Wal-Mart store on the
southeast corner of 84th & Adams Streets.

We are members of Faith Lutheran Church and our daughter attends Faith Lutheran
school. We attended a neighborhood meeting where Wal-Mart representatives and
engineers gave their proposal. This new store will greatly impede our worship and our
daughter's school. We would lose one entrance to our church parking lot and
Wal-Marf's trucks would be right next to our facility to load and unload their
merchandise. The increased traffic is of great concern to us at this already busy
intersection at 84th & Adams. Wal-Mart needs 23 acres to build a store of this size
and it would be a tight squeeze at this proposed site.

We are very concerned about the safety of the 300 plus children attending this schoci
and daycare from the increased traffic that will be brought by this retailer that will be
open 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. This same feeling was strongly expressed by
homeowners in the area also at the neighborhood meeting.

It was also mentioned that the streets feeding this facility such as Holdrege, Adams,
and Havelock which are all two lanes, could not handle the increased traffic.



We do not oppose a new Wal-Mart store, however we feel it should NOT be located
next to an existing church and school.

Please consider asking Wal-Mart for an alternative proposal at a different site that
could better handle the traffic without being a burden on homeowners or schools.

Thank you!

Kent & Connie Suhr
7220 Greenwood Court
Lincoln, NE 68507
464-1420

FREE Emaoticons tor your email! (dick Here!
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----- Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/20056 12.07 PM weee

"Kent Suhr” To: <council@ci.lincoin.ne.us>
<ks75959@alltel.net> ce:
02/27/2005 10:33 PM Subject: Fw: WalMart proposal af 84th & Adams

Councilman Ken Svoboda:

We would like to express our disapproval of the proposed Wal-Mart store on the
southeast corner of 84th & Adams Streets,

We are members of Faith Lutheran Church and our daughter attends Faith Lutheran
school. We attended a neighborhood meeting where Wal-Mart representatives and
engineers gave their proposal. This new store will greatly impede our worship and our
daughter's school. We would lose one entrance to our church parking lot and
Wal-Mart's trucks would be right next to our facility to load and unload their
merchandise. The increased traffic is of great concern to us at this already busy
intersection at 84th & Adams. Wal-Mart needs 23 acres to build a store of this size
and it would be a tight squeeze at this proposed site.

We are very concerned about the safety of the 300 plus children attending this school
and daycare from the increased traffic that will be brought by this retailer that will be
open 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. This same feeling was strongly expressed by
homeowners in the area also at the neighborhood meeting.



It was also mentioned that the streets feeding this facility such as Holdrege, Adams,
and Havelock which are all two lanes, could not handle the increased traffic.

We do not oppose a new Wal-Mart store, however we feel it should NOT be located
next to an existing church and school.

Please consider asking Wal-Mart for an alternative proposal at a different site that
could better handie the traffic without being a burden on homeowners or schools.

Thank you!

Kent & Connie Suhr
7220 Greenwood Court
Lincoln, NE 68507
464-1420

FREE Emoticans tor your email! Click Here!

"Kent Subr” To: <council@ct.lincoin.na.us>
<ks75959@ alltel.net> ce:
02/27/2005 10:33 PM Subject: Fw: WalMart proposal at 84th & Adams

Councilman Terry Werner:

We would like to express our disapproval of the proposed Wal-Mart store on the
southeast corner of 84th & Adams Streets.

We are members of Faith Lutheran Church and our daughter attends Faith Lutheran
school. We attended a neighborhood meeting where Wal-Mart representatives and
engineers gave their proposal. This new store wiil greatly impede our worship and our
daughter's school. We would lose one entrance to our church parking lot and
Wal-Mart's trucks would be right next to our facility to load and unload their
merchandise. The increased traffic is of great concern to us at this already busy
intersection at 84th & Adams. Wal-Mart needs 23 acres 1o build a store of this size
and it would be a tight squeeze at this proposed site.

We are very concerned about the safety of the 300 plus children attending this school
and daycare from the increased traffic that will be brought by this retailer that will be
open 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. This same feeling was strongly expressed by



homeowners in the area also at the neighborhood meeting.
It was also mentioned that the streets feeding this facility such as Holdrege, Adams,
and Havetock which are all two lanes, could not handle the increased traffic.

We do not oppose a new Wal-Mart store, however we feel it should NOT be located
next to an existing church and school.

Please consider asking Wal-Mart for an alternative proposal at a different site that
could better handle the traffic without being a burden on homeowners or schoois.

Thank you!

Kent & Connie Suhr
7220 Greenwood Court
Lincoln, NE 68507
464-1420

FREE Emoticons tor your emailt Click Here!




Joan V Ray To: CounciiPacket/Notes@Noles

‘ ) oo
02/28/05 12:12 PM Subject: Opposition to Woods Park-C.Curry

————— Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Noles on C2728/2005 1214 PR -

DO NOT REPLY to this- To: General Council <council@tincoin.ne.gov>
InterLinc ce:

<none{@lincoln.ne.gov  Subject: InterLinc: Council Feedback

>

02/27/2005 02:09 PM

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council

Name : Carcle Curry
Address: 2300 Woods Ave
City: Lincoln, NE 68510
Phone: 402-475~8300

Fax:

Email: ccurryilf@alitel . .net

Comment or Question:

1 am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed development of
additional tennis courts in Woods Park. It appears that decisions made by
members of the Lincoln City Council regarding the park are biased 1n favor of
private organizations, rather than citizens of the city who live near to and
wish to enjoy the park on a daily basis. Regardless of the degigration of
Woods Park as a community or neighborhcod park, the park is becoming less and
less of a public park. Open and free-use spaces of the park are being taken
from the public as recreaticn spaces and are being converted into
privately-run ventures or restricted areas.

The location of Woods Park in the city of Lincoln makes it attractive and
geographically available to many families who wish to picnic, play with their
children and participate 1In a variety of outdoor activities that are not
organized sports and that are free of cost. Thig includes many families who
live near the park and do not have the resources nor interest in using the
privately-run and fee-collecting activities.

Please consgider the concernsg of the citizens who wish to retaln the open
spaces of Woods Park and do not vote to permit the development of more tennis
courts te be yun by a private tennis organization.



Joan V Ray To: CouncilPackei/Nctes@Notes

ce:
02/28/05 12:14 PM Subject: Fwd: Working together on Corporation issues works-SmokingBan

RoteNiare A

- Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on G2/28/2008 1218 PR —eren

VKWFeline@aol.com To: council@ci.lincoinne.us

. cc
0272772005 04:59 PM Subject: Fwd: Working together on Corporation issues does work!!!

Cear Council members - { urge you to stay firm on the effective smoking ban. Smoking is an addiction.
And like other addicts, smokers use any deception, lie, or means to get their fix. The corporate backing
for smoking is about their interest in big profits, not public health.

Trade organizations have consistently lied about the impact of smoking bans. Regardless, thereis no
disputing smoking & second hand smoke are harmful to afl.

There is no right to do harm. Businesses do not have the right to do whatever they want to make a buck.
The 100% smoking ban is just, fair, and proper. Stick to it & the smokers will eventuaily abide by it. Firm,
consistent, fair policy is good government. [t is about public health, safety, and well-being which you are
elected to serve,

th a message dated 2/27/2005 12:11:30 AM Central Standard Time, marjmanglitz@yahoo.com writes:
This Sunday, February 27th, the global tabacco treatly takes
effect--a landmark event for global health and corporate
accountabiiity. Your support has helped make this groundbreaking
treaty a reality. Thank you.

We are using this milestone to buiid support for the treaty in
the US and around the world. In an action outside the White
House today, Corporate Accountability International aclivists
called on President Bush to submit the treaty to the Senate for
ratification. For more details, including a great photo of our
action, visit our website at

hittp:/fwww stopcorporateabusenow.org/ct/K7aKmgE 1VjZn/,

If you have a chance, listen to NPR news coverage of the freaty
featuring Corporate Accountability International Executive
Director Kathy Mulvey--the news update will run throughout the
day on Sunday.

Ginny Wright

814 Lyncrest Drive

Lincoln, NE 68510-4022

402-489-6239
402-730-1951 (cell)
————— Message from marjmangliiz@yahoo.com on 26 Feb 2008 23:54 0500 -

To: director(@peacepark.us, slarrick1(@msn.com
ce: vkwleline@aol.com, chrispaz(alitel.net
Subject Working together on Corporation issues does

s work!!

FROM ¢ "Patti Lynn, Corporate Eccountability International®



cactivistnetwork@stopcorporateabuse.orgs

DATE : Fri 02/25/2005 03:39:34 PST
SUBJECT: Congratulations, Marjorie J., global tcbacco treaty takes effect this
Sunday!

Dear Marjorie J.,

This Sunday, February 27th, the global tobacco treaty takes
effect--a landmark event for global health and corporate
accountabiiity. Your support has helped make this groundbreaking
treaty a reality. Thank you.

We are using this milestone to build suppeort for the treaty in
the US and around the world. In an action cutside the White
House today, Corporate Accountability International activists
called on President Bush to submit the treaty to the Senate for
ratification. For more details, including a great photo of our
action, vigit our website at

http://www. stopcorporateabusenow. org/ct/K7akmgE1VizZn/ .

If yvou have a chance, listen to NPR news coverage of the treaty
featuring Corporate Accountability International Executive
Director Xathy Mulvey--the news update will run throughout the
day on Sunday.

Onward,

Patti Loynn
Campalgns Director

Tell vour friends, famlly and colleagues about our historic
victory for global health and corporate accountability!

http://www.stoprcorporateabusenow. org/join-forward. html?domain=stopcorporateabu
sesr=g7akKmgRE1EE -2

if vou received this message from a friend, vyou can sign up for
Corporate Accountability International at:

http://www.stopcorporateabusenow.org/stopcorperateabuse/join. html ?r=g7akmgE1ER
-2E

This message wasg sent to marjmanglitz@yahoo.com. To modify yvour email
communication preferences or update your perscnal profile, visit
yvour subscription management page at:

http://www.stopcorporateabusenow. org/stopcorporateabuse/amp . tcl ?nkey=dkaskwb4v]
837te

To stop ALL email from Corporate Accountability Internaticnal,
reply via email with "remove” in the sgubject line, or use the
following link:

nttp://www.stopeorporateabusenow. org/astopcorporateabuse/remove-domain-divect . ¢
cl?ctx=center&nkey=dkskwb4yig3ite
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Powered by Gethctive Software, Inc.



Member Relationsghip Management Solutions
That Recruit, Engage, and Retain (tm)
http://www.getactive. com
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Joan V Ray To: CouncitPacket/Notes@Notes

Gl
02/28/05 12:17 PM Subject: requests

s on G2778/2005 1298 PR e
"John Brown" To: councii@cilincoln.ne.us
<jochnbro2@hotmail.co ce:
m> Subject: requesis

02/27/2005 09:21 PM

Dear Council Members
Just sav NO to:

05R-35 Approving a resclution directing the submigsion
of a proposed General Cbhligation Bond TIssue
for construction of
improvements to the City's storm sewer
{we have already seesn an upsurge of the fees in water and sewer)

U05R-40 Approving an amendment to the Antelope Vallevy
Redevelopment Plan for the East Downtown Hotel
Redevelopment Area
{(many of you are business people, how would yvou like it 1if somscne seized
Your busliness??7?)

0BR-43 Approving an updated master plan for Woods Park

(instead blight the airport property and use that as the tennis court area
they won't be bothered by ncise for the lack of flights we have in Lincolint!)

and a big NO to Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. anywhers in Lincoln! How about
following through with the recommendations of the Angelou economic report
direct quotes:

vage 29

"Here are some additional interesting facts:

e 95 percent of all radical innovations are attributable to small
businesses.

» In the late 1%60s, one in four persons went to work for a Fortune 500
firm; in

1980 it was cone in five; Iin the late 1%%0s it 18 one in fourteen.

e Informal investors - friends, family, and work associates of people
starting new

buginesses - create the lion’s share of the egtimated $5¢ billieon of initial
funding

for new businesses.

The last fact wvalidates the opportunity for individuals and businescses in
Lincoln to

financially support entrepreneurship. Lincoln has the university talent and
technology

support organizations need to produce incredible small businesgses. ™

My opinicn is if vyou want to promote small business in the community instead
cf blg box business then you need to follow this report and also provide
small spaces for small business 500 to 1000 sg ft would be nice.



John Brown II
2201 Elba Circle
Lincoln Ne 68521
435-6686

Don‘t just search. Find. Check cut the new MSN Search!
nttp://search.msn.click-url.com/go/onmb0200636ave/direct/ 01/



Joan V Ray To: CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

o
. 02128/05 72119 PM Subject: Woods Park Tennis Courts

~~~~~ Forwarnd

d by Joan V RaviNales on GR2B2005 1221 PM

DO NOT REPLY to this- To: Generat Council <councii@lincoln.ne.gov>
Interlinc ce

<none@lincoin.ne.gov  Subject: Interlinc: Council Feedback

>

02/28/2005 06:40 AM

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council

Name : Peter McShane
Addresg: 418 5§ 30th St
City: Lincoln, NE 68510
Phone: 475-5344

Fax:

Email: repetesls@acl.com

Comment or Question:

Dear Council Members,

I iive at 418 S 30th St, just west of Woods Park. I realise that tennis is an
ever growlng sport. But I am concerned about the number ot tennis courts
gowing up in Woods Park. We already have a number of courts there now,
including several that are covered. How many more does that Parks Department
plan to put up? How crowed are the existing courts now? I know that one of ths
arguements 1s that 'additicnal courts are needed for events like the Nebraska
State CGames'? But are we using what we have to the fullest? Is this going to
reguire additional parking? I know that during the summmer, when Woods Pool
has its swimming meets, cars are parked all over, including on the grassy
areas of the park. Is the tennis association going to oversee the operation
and running of the tennls courts? I hope that they are making an approplate
return to the city for the use of the courts. What concerns me is the loss of
green space as well as the additional traffic that this may bring to the area.
Thank vou,

Peter McShane



Joan V Ray To: CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

cC:
02/28/05 12:22 PM Subject; eminent domain

-~ Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/2005 12:25 PM —

DO NOT REPLY to this- To: General Council <council@tincein.ne.goy>
InterLinc cc:

<none@lincoln.ne.gov  Subject: InterLinc: Council Feedback

>

02/28/2005 08:41 AM

InterlLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council

Name : Stephanie Dohner
Address: 2314 8 1Gth

City: Lincoln, NE 68502
Phone:

Fax:

Email: dohnersemindspring. com

Comment or Question:

Dear Council,

Current proposals for downtown renewal are exciting, but I am concerned about
the consequent removal cf small businesses. I believe the recent downbtown
study more or less recommended that small business be encouraged in specific
sections of the downtown.

If it is necessary for businesses to move for new hotels, libraries, etc, T
would hope they would have encouragement and gome assistance for relocating in
the downfown area. Stephanie Dohner



Joan V Ray To: CounciiPacket/Notes@Notes

ce:
02/28/05 12:24 PM Subject: Oppose Tennis Courls
~~~~~ Forwarded Dy Joan V Rey/Notes on 02/28/2000 1226 PM -
Biane K Gonzolas To: mayor@kincoin.ne.gov, Joan V Ray/Notes@Notes
ce:

U2/28/2005 09:24 AM Subject: InterLinc: Feedback

----- Forwarded by Giane K Gonzolas/iNotes on 02/28/05 0428 AR«

Heather M Bennett To: Diane K Gonzolas/Notes@Notes

. cC:
_ 02/28/05 09:07 AM Subject; interLinc: Feedback

Heather Bennett

Graphic Designer

Citizen Information Center
City of Lincoln

402 .441.6801

~~~~~ Forwarded by Heather M BennetiiNotes on UZ/28/2005 58110 AM «er

DC NOT REPLY to this- To: Web Assistant <webhelp@lincoln.ne.gov>
InterLine ce!

<none@lincoln.ne.gov  Subject: Interlinc: Feedback

-

02/28/2005 07:09 AM

InterLinc: Feedback

Name : Wayne Magdanz

Addr: 3443 M St

Location: Lincoln, NE

Phone: 477-7348

Fax:

Email:

Comments :

Nc more ternis courts. HNo more elimination of Woods Park. This is a park my

family has watched our children grow up in. We have flown kites, walked the
dog, played scftball, soccer, football and basketball in. We have enjoyed
walks and picnics in the park. We love the crab apple trees in the gpring and
miss the roses. Please do not continue to create this privately owned tennis
center. We do not want people parking in our neighborhood. We do not want a
bigger parking space added to the park. Please do not distoy this space. Ho
more tennis courts.



Joan V Ray To: CounciiPacket/Notes@Noies

oc:
02/28/05 12:27 PM Subject: Oppose Tennis Courts (P Magdanz)

~~~~~ Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on D2/28/2008 12:30 P -

Diane K Gonzolas To: mayor@ocilincoln.ne.us, Joan V Ray/Notes@Notes

. cc:
02128/2005 09:24 AM Subject: Interlinc: Feedback

—

————— Forwarded by Digne K Sonzolas/MNotes on Q2/28/05 G9:26 AM e

Heather M Bennett To: Diane K Gonzolas/Notes@Notes

) cer
: 02/28/05 09:07 AM Subject: InterLinc: Feedback

Heather Benneit

Graphic Designer

Citizen Information Center

City of Lincoln

402.441.6801

~~~~~ Forwarded by Healhar M Bennett/iNotes on 0272872005 09:09 A —eer

DO NOT REPLY to this- To: Web Assistant <webhelp@lincoln.ne.gov>
interLinc (afeX

<none@lincoln.ne.gov  Subject: InterLinc: Feedback

>

02/28/2005 07:02 AM

InterLinc: Feedback

Name : Pam Magdanz

Addr: 3443 M St.

Location: Lincoln, NE

Phone: 477-7348

Fax:

Email: pmagdanz@lps.org

Comments:

I am opposed to the expansion of the Woods Park tennis courts. The park ig a
green space i1n our clby that must be preserved for future generations. During
mild weather, it is filled with children playing, families spending time
together and many others enjoving the beautiful surroundings. It has already
been discouraging to see tennis bubbles pelluting the sky line and trees
removed to make way for expanding buildings. More tennis courts will not onlvy
remove gome of the green space but will add to the parking congesticn, I
forsee the next step. It will ke parking space. Please do not approve this
plan. As a resident off the Witherbee neighborhood for more than 310 vears, T
do neot want more tennis courts. Please do not distroy anymore of cur park.



Joan V Ray To: CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes
ce:
02/28/05 12:28 PM Subject: Eminent Domain & Smoking

"Darlene Stalder” To: <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
<dstalder@neb.rr.com o
> Subject: Eminent Domain & Smoking

02/28/2005 12:08 PM

[ fully support building a new hotel. However, let the builder buy his own land on the open
market. 1think if he would make an offer large enough the land owner would be a willing selier.
Isn't this Capitalism?

Please don't change the smoking ordnance. The past two months have been the most pleasant for
my wife and me. My wife has asthma, so we need & smoke free environment. We eat out a lot,
so this give us a lot more places to eat. Don't go against 60% of the citizens of Lincoln. Let the
smokers go out in the County to smoke themselves to death and take the innocent people
breathing second hand smoke with them . It's too bad that they come back to Lincoln to die i our
hospitals, which I am sure costs us tax payers some money.

Charles "Pete"” Stalder

Patte Newman
Northeast District



February 28, 2005

Dear City Council Members:

I am writing to urge you to not endorse the use of eminent domain for the
purposes of securing the downtown block in question for a new hotel. I have been a
resident of Lincoln since 1979 and am a homeowner in the Woods Parks Historic
Neighborhood district. I am also a professor at the University of Nebraska and a
registered voter who votes in every election.

Eminent domain is a power that should be granted very carefully for it goes to the
heart of our rights as property owners in a free society. To violate that right by forcefully
seizing property should be for a rare and compelling case, and this case is neither
compelling nor does it fall into the category of rare; in fact, it opens the door to multiple
tuture seizures as the Antelope Valley project gets under way.

Eminent domain is a power of last resort that was designed to create
transportation lines of central importance to a city. It is now being expanded to include
subjective concepts such as “revitalization,” and “beautification.” It is by no means
objective reality that Lincoln needs another hotel so badly that this property should be _
seized; in fact, the occupancy rate for the hotels we now have is only around 60%. A new
hotel threatens to drain away the financial health of all our hotels and potentially
undermine the very tax base that is now being projected for this project. As the driver of a
vehicle that uses diesel gasoline, the existence of U-Stop, which has one of the few diesel
pumps in the city, is far more useful to me than a hotel.

Beyond these practical considerations, however, the principles at stake are far
more important. Do we as a city stand for the property rights of the homeowner and small
business owner or do we stand for wealthy developers, who intimidate us into granting
their every wish? Do we stand for the concepts of diversity, the right to pursue happiness,
and the hard work that goes into making a business work or do we support chain hotels
that make all cities look alike? Above all, do we stand for the “little guy,” the bedrock of
our values as Midwesterners, the people who built this city out of nothing, or do we stand
for people who don’t live here and care only about profits and not our quality of life?

It broke my heart to read about the former Cornhusker who started Samurai Sam’s
with classic American ingenuity and is now threatened with ruin just as his wife is about
to deliver their first child; about the Vietnam veteran who gave all he had to give to his
country and now faces financial ruin with the closing of his auto business; about the
couple who lovingly restored a beautiful vintage home, only to have the city condemn it
as blight. And for what? —So a big developer can have his way on his time-table and
without any effort to buy the property from the legitimate owners. ~So the way can be
cleared for a freeway right through the heart of our lovely college town.

How did the razing of small businesses and historic homes get labeled as
“progress” angd “revitalization?” How did the forceful seizing of property in a free society



get labeled as “public interest?” How did we lose our way as the city of Lincoln, a town
dedicated to average people with big dreams and the energy to make them come true?

Lurge you to protect our fundamental rights and not trample them in the name of
revenue or progress. We are not so desperate for tax dollars that we need to bow down to
developers like John Q. Hammons, a classic robber baron who mows down everything in
his path. The ends do not justify the means in this case, for the means violate everything
Lincoln stands for. If we sell out our values for money, we lose our soul as a community
and nothing good will come of it.

Sincerely,

ey e
T e 5ol
; fé Goirng o F \}E:"“)W :

Maureen Honey A
426 South 28" Street
Lincoln, Nebraska

Resident of 26 years



Joan V Ray To: CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes
e

f‘i«?ﬁ 02/28/05 02:19 P Subject: Eminent Domain

e ey
da

J C Hancock To: council@ct.lincoin.ne.us
<jchancockt776@yaho oc!
c.com> Subject; Eminent Domain

02/28/2005 01:12 PM

Council Representatives,

T have been following the issue of eminent domain and the development of Lincoln. You don't
seem fo realize that Private ownership of land 1s one of the reason that America 1s the economic
powerhouse of the world.

With the ownership, comes dignity and pride. With ownership comes a responsibility tomuse
that land in the most beneficial manner. That is what the property owners of the block at 17th &
"Q" Street have done.  These folks represent the average Lincolnite, which means that through
investing their own money, time, and effort (plus a little luck) they have established themselves
as pillars of this Community.

Now because a WEALTHY man has decided that he was to take that property for his own use.
You are gomng to deny our fellow Lincolnites their basic property rights. This 1s a very short term
solution to a real problem.

My questions to you are what happens next?

Does this mean that anytime a "developer” wants a piece of property. vou are going to give it fo
him/her?

Are you going to give that developer are free ride as far as taxes are concerned?

Taxes being the Tax Increment Financing (TIP) scam.

Are you going to keep taking fellow Lincolnites property at the expense of taxpaver expense,
just because the developer has promised more tax dollars?

Are you going to contmue demolishing buldings and properties {at taxpayers expense) for these
wealthy developers?

How many other projects do you think are going to be subject to this method of operation before
the citizens of Lincoln get tired of it?

Lets count them off:

The Antelope Vallev(creek)Project;

The project the surounds 48th & "O" Streets;

The Downtown Lincoln Redevelopment SCAM;

The Convention Center Arena Project; ( which for vour information taxpayers in cities across
America have been REJECTING. because of they do not meet the alledged benefits)



Youneed to EJECT the use of eminen domain. Because the short term benefits wili not make
for the long term losses to this community.

Do You Yahoo!?

Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around
http://mail.yahoo.com

~~~~~ Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/2005 02:22 P e

"Doug Duey” To: <council@cilincoln.ne.us>
<dd34711@alltel.net> cC
02/28/2005 01:17 PM Subject; Patte Newman re Council vote

As a tax payer | am opposed fo building another hotel for an outsider to
Lincoln. The businesses in the P 1o Q, 17th to 18 are paying taxes
contributing to Lincoln as well as provide services for a number of people.
What if the hotel is built and Quest Center lands NCAA, state tournaments,
what will happen then to Cornhusker, Embassy Suites and new hotel.
Please vote no on building the hotel. I've been opposed to the Antelope
project from day one.

Thank you, Dorothy Duey, District |

~~~~~ Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/2005 02:22 PM -

"Antrim, Kathie” To: <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
<Kathie. Antrim@experi ce:
an.com> Subject: Eminent Domain usage

02/28/2005 01:26 PM

Dear Council Members,

I am writing to say that I am ‘strongly against' the use of Eminent Domain for
the acguisition of the city block for the Hammond hotel.

Hammond is entirely capable of paving for that block himself if he wants 1t.
The current owners and Leasees of that block are due the additional capital he
would need to pay to displace thelr businesses. If he is unwilling to pay
that money then he does not need that block.

If the use of Eminent Domain is availlable anv time a business person has an
idea for a 'new business' that will increase the tax base for this clty, then
we are no longer living in a free country where each person can ‘own'
property.

I myself have been the owner of a business which was displaced by the use of
Eminent Domain. The city deoes ‘not' adeguately compengate the cwners of the
properties and definitely does not adeguately compensate the lessess of such
properties.



For example. No compensation is give for the re-establishment of a business.
Many tens cr even 100's of thousands of dollars are spent in advertising a
business. When eminent domain i1s used to take a property, money for
advertising is not incliuded in the monevs given Lo the current businesses.
This is just cone of the many ways that the city does not adeqguately compenzate
current owners.

Kathie Antrim
Lincoln, NE
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————— Forwardad by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/2005 02:22 PM -

Venita Steinbauer To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
<vsteinbauer@yahoo.c ce!
om> . Subject: Samurai Sam's

02/28/2005 01:44 PM

City Council Members,

[ have witnessed dealings going on in the Lincoln community where the residents of Lincoln
have received secondhand treatment and status when it comes to external businesses. [t 1s time
to be fair to citizens of Lincoln. Samarai Sams' Owner deserves fair remuneration if you are
going to ask him to move because of a business you have deemed more desirable. If John Q.
Hammons wants this space and it is indeed in the best mnterest of Lincoln, then as a corporation
they should be held to paying the owner what he has invested into his business.

This 1s a young enterprising college graduate who took a leap of faith, borrowed money, and
made a go of his business. Now you risk taking that from him with no reasonable compensation
to continue the business he has built.

1 ask you to hold to fair standards and respect for the citizens of Lincoin and their businesses by
treating this business owner fairly. If you want an outside business in, then require that they
compensate the current occupant fairly and equitably. To do anything less is to compromise your
very own integrity as respresentatives for the citizens of Lincoln.

Sincerely,

Venita S. Steinbauer

Do You Yahoo!?
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around

http://mail.yahoo.com
~~~~~ Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 02/28/2005 02:22 PM -



Jerry Kosch To: council@ci.linccln.ne.us
<liberty17762001@yah cG:
oo.com> Subject; eminent Domain use YOUR Big mistake.

02/28/2005 01:52 PM

To the Citcy Council.

You folks are making a EUGH mistake using eminent
domain for the sake of a very wealthy individual.

The framers of the U.S.Constitution and The Bill of
Rights HEVER intended it to benefit private citizens
at the expense of other private citizens/property
OWners.

I am sure you have heard this bkefore, the takings
clause of the Fifth Amendment is, " Nor shall private
property be taken for 'public use' without just
compensation.

Public use means the following: roads, prisons,
military bases, Bridges. In cther words anything that
benefits 100% 0f the population. Not just any
developer/business man that happens to see a property
that they covet.

Just compensation means FAIR MARKET value. Realtors

define Fair market Value as the price a willing buyer
will give, and a willing seller will take. The key

word in that definition is WILLING.

My nelghbors and I have heard all of the horror
stories about how prople from city hall force an
amount on them or else they will use eminent domain.
This amounts to THEFT.

We have also heard how county tax records at the
county treasurers coffice are being lowered in order to
make 1t seem like properties are 1n a depressed area.
We don't believe this at all. City Hall is lowering
the appriased values in order to take those properties
at a lower cost. Then turn them over to the RICH
developer.

This amounts to a betraval of vour cath of office. aAnd
I,personally, take a very dim view of vour
indifferent attitude.

My neighbors and T will be watching how yvou handle
this and will Vote accordingly.

Do vou Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Mail - 250MB free storage. Do more. Manage less.
ntrp://info. mail .yaheco.com/mail 250



~~~~~~ Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on §2/28/2005 U222 PM -

"jeanette” To: <council@cilincoln.ne.us>
<jako@inebraska.com o
> Subject: eminent domain

02/28/2005 02:07 PM

| am a registered voter and | voted in the last election.

Piease consider carefully the implications for all the property owners in the city of Lincoln when you make
your decision about the the taking of private property of several owners and giving (selling} it to another. If
this is done all the hard work of the not weaithy is disregarded for the benefit of one wealthy person. And
the Lincoln property owners will fear that thelr property is subject to confiscation as is the property of a few
for the benefit of Hamons. | sincerly hope that each of the current preperty owners has been given as
much time of city officials as Hamons has, if not that seems pretty one sided.

Jeanette Fangmeyer
5401 witkins or
Lincoln 88524





